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db Or GON PENIS: 


INTRODUCTORY. 


What has been already done in this controversy—Testi- 
mony of the early Fathers shown to be uncertain 

Propositions already proved, viz. :— 

(i.) Use of ambiguous Scriptural phrases by early writers no 
proof that they meant what controversialists now mean— 
Nothing to show that early writers had faced this controversy. 

(ii.) Endless punishment not commonly taught till middle 
of third century, and then on false grounds. 

(iii.) The language of the Fathers inconsistent, and some- 
times contradictory. 

(iv.) Some of the greatest of the Eastern Fathers denied 
the doctrine of Everlasting Punishment, and were never 
blamed. 

(v.) The larger hope taught in the three great schools of 
divinity in the East. 

(vi.) None of the General Councils acknowledged by the 
Church of England condemned this ‘‘ Hope.” 

“(vil.) At the first three, and probably at the last, of these 
General Councils, those were received with honour who on 
this point agreed with Origen. 

(vili.) History of first five centuries proves—(1) That end- 
less punishment was by some not believed, by others held as 
an opinion ; (2) That, as an opinion, it was held on false 
grounds ; (3) That it was never laid down by any General 
Council, nor by any Local Council, whose decrees were 
generally accepted. 

This last historical question now to be considered ... 
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CHAPTER AI. 


THE SUPPOSED CONDEMNATION OF ORIGEN BY SOME LOCAL 
SyNODS PREVIOUS TO THE Firra GEnerat Counciz—Much 
labour bestowed to prove that Origen was condemned by 
Fifth Council—This not decisive of present question ... by 

Did Origen hold Restitution only “as an opinion,” and in 
submission to the Church? If so, he was unjustly dealt with 

Dr. Pusey charging with gross iniquity those Councils which 
he asks us to receive and honour—Dr, Pusey’s two propo- 
sitions: jirst, that Origen’s errors were sufficiently and 
decisively condemned before the date of the Fifth Council ; 
secondly, that the Fifth Council condemned these errors in 
detail anew, though such a condemnation was perfectly useless 
—The evident improbability of this 

What took place at the Synod of Progress ‘sige 
against Pelagius, and his defence—The acquittal of Pelagius 
no condemnation of Origen—No “‘ fact brought out,” except 
the opinion of 8. Augustine—The Synod of Diospolis mae?! 
of any respect : uP 

The three decisive inden nang Che dimeuly of : +3 “rene 
no acta””—Dr. Pusey refers to certain writings of Theophilus, 
S. Jerome, and Epiphanius ; but none of these afford him any 
support : wae oes Boa “ vee 
Synod at sda desig she are no acta of this Sona 
Its proceedings elaborately related by Theophilus; but no 
mention of the doctrine of the Restoration of Mankind, either 
here or in any other record of this Synod 

Synod in Cyprus, merely asked to subscribe to ne eee 
of Theophilus—No evidence that they did this—Sentence of 
this Synod carried to Synod at Constantinople, and there dis- 
agreed with and set aside ... ; 

Synod in Rome—Probably no Rar a all, bas ang the 
Pope acting by himself—Nothing more here than an agree- 
ment to the letter of Theophilus of Alexandria 

Conclusions resulting from history of these three halted 
decisive condemnations are entirely adverse to Dr. Pusey’s 
contention 


PAGE 


10 


Le 


12 


17 


21 


27 


29 


Lable of Contents. 


CHAP Ti Rade 


Tue Firra GENERAL Councit—Improbability that the 
Council should have consented to re-open a question already 
decisively settled z. 

Two questions—1, Was Open a estat fie the Fifth 
Council at all? 2. If so, was he merely condemned generally 
as ‘‘a heretic,” or were his errors condemned specitically in 
detail ? 

As to the first of a i petenae Di Binews rete 
assertion—Reasons for supposing Origen’s name to have been 
fraudulently inserted in the Eleventh Canon of the Fifth 
Council 

As to the fn ieee says Pusoa neve tae the defenders 
of Origen ‘‘have directed their attention to bye-issues ”— 
Some of these are not “ bye-issues” at all, but just the pith 
of the question in controversy, ¢.e. Were the nine Canons 
recorded by Evagrius passed by the Fifth Council, or by some 
other Synod, or by no Synod at all? 


CHAPTER LH: 


Dr. Puszy’s ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES IN FAVOUR’ OF 
THE VIEW THAT THESE NINE ANATHEMAS BELONG TO THE 
Firth GENERAL Councit—‘ Three contemporary writers,” 
who assert that Origen’s errors were condemned in detail, and 
that Didymus and Evagrius were condemned with Origen— 
Dr. Pusey’s inferences unwarranted 

1. Cyril of Scythopolis—He only asserts that the F ifth 
Council passed a general anathema upon Origen and others, so 
far as Dr. Pusey quotes him: but elsewhere he testifies plainly 
that it was the Home Synod, and not the Fifth are which 
condemned Origen’s errors in detail a } 

2. Hvagrius, the historian—Dr. Pusey assumes that whe 
he quotes relates to the Fifth Council only—-Evagrius’ own 
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words show that this is not so: but if it were so, it would 
prove nothing for Dr. Pusey, because Evagrius does not men- 
tion the doctrine that future punishment will come to an end, 
as one which was at any time condemned—Evagrius mentions 
the fourteen genuine Canons of the Fifth Council: he knows 
nothing of Dr. Pusey’s ‘‘ nine specific Anathemas ”—The saying 
attributed to Theodorus Ascidas 2 

3. Victor of Tununum, an obscure Giericieeeeie iis 
chronicle for the year 565, he calls Eutychius ‘‘the condemner 
of the three chapters, and of Evagrius and Didymus ”—This 
does not imply that all were condemned at the same time— 
Victor, in his chronicle for the year 553, relates what the 
Fifth Council, then assembled, did, but makes no mention of 
any sort of condemnation of Origen, or of Evagrius, or of 
Didymus — Dr. Pusey’s statement about Victor doubly 
inaccurate 


These ‘‘ three corto aty eudors Ae not then bear out - 


Dr. Pusey’s statements—He calls eleven more witnesses, who 
must be heard, though only two of them say Gini about 
the doctrine now in question 

4. Maximus of Aquileia—His words ae ae are mere 
incidental reference, and not the expression of his own 
opinion : moreover, the words are evidently incorrect 

5. The Emperor Heraclius—His ‘‘ profession” not fairly 
quoted—Does not say that Origen was condemned by the 
Fifth Council at all—What ‘‘ Confirmation” was a 

6. The Lateran Council of 649 a.p. mentions condemna- 
tion of Origen, but not any ‘“‘ detailed proceedings ”’—Refers 
to general condemnation by Eleventh Canon—Knows nothing 

of ‘‘ nine specific anathemas ” 

7. Sophronius of Topieoneestatement aioe euidene 
incorrect—His whole letter a violent, inflated tirade ... 

8. An Imperial Edict, read in Sixth Council—Hdict nee 
accurately quoted—-Dr. Pusey inserts an important word— 
Edict evidently refers. to Home Synod under Mennas 

9. Epistle of Zeo IJ.—Leo does not say that it was he 
Fifth Council which condemned Origen, as we may see from 
the whole passage, of which Dr. Pusey quotes only a part 
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10. Epistle of Tarasius, certainly relates condemnation of 
Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius, by Fifth Council—Reason for 
concluding that he had before him the history of another 
Synod, not the Fifth Council : 

11. The Definition of the Second Couned He Nereis: is 
no more than a repetition of the last witness—The records of 
this Council, moreover, are very imperfect a 

12. A Profession by a Bishop of Rome—He too says baat 
Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius were condemned by the Fifth 
Council: but this he says also of others, who beyond doubt, 
were condemned not by the Fifth Council 3 ; 

13. Photius—Two extracts from his writings: one a mere 
reference to guide research: the other a distinct piece of 
evidence, but of what value ?’—Some significant mistakes 

14. Nicephorus—The claim of Nicephorus to be believed— 
What Perennés and Huet say of him—Dr. Pusey says he had 
‘The Acts” of the Fifth Council: Nicephorus himself says 
otherwise—He records condemnation of many strange doctrines, 
but not that of Restitution, as now held—What were the 
*“ nine specific anathemas ” which he mentions ?—His evidence 
wholly worthless 


CATT E-RYLV. 


Dr. PusEy’s own ADMISSIONS WHICH TELL AGAINST HIS 
VIEW THAT ORIGEN’s ERRORS WERE CONDEMNED IN DETAIL BY 
THE Firra Councit—First, the a priori improbability that the 
Fifth Council should have re-opened a controversy which, on 
Dr. Pusey’s showing, had been already finally settled ... 

Second, Dr. Pusey’s admission that the Letter of Justinian, 
commanding the Council, was addressed to aie 

Third, the testimony of ‘‘the Roman copy” of the sod 
of the Fifth Council read in the Lateran Synod, which Dr. 
Pusey says is ‘‘ decisive ” wae ms FY 
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CHAP LER LV. 


SoME AUTHORITIES AND SOME Facts OPPOSED TO Dr. PusEy’s 
Virw.—(i.) Cave, who examines this controversy and shows 
how the confusion arose between the Acts of the Home Synod 
and of the Fifth Council—His witness shows: (1) That Origen 
was not condemned at all by the Fifth Council, unless it were 
generally by the insertion of his name in the Eleventh Canon ; 
(2) That the ‘‘ detailed proceedings ” against him, which Dr. 
Pusey ascribes to the Fifth Council, are clearly proved not to 
belong to that Council; (8) That the ‘‘nine specific ana- 
themas,” which also Dr. Pusey attributes to the Fifth Council, 
were not the Canons of that Council, or of any other Council, 
but merely forms proposed by Justinian to the Home Synod 

(ii.) Garnerius, who has gone into this at great length—He 
gives reasons for believing that the records of several local 
Synods were confused with those of the Fifth General Synod— 
He sums up in five propositions: (1) That the errors of Origen 
were examined by some Synod ; (2) That by the Fifth General 
Council they were not examined ; (3) That by that General 
Council Origen was condemned generally by the Eleventh 
Canon; (4) That the case of Origen was entertained at several 
local Synods ; (5) That at the Synod, sometimes spoken of as 
the Fifth Council, the errors of Origen were examined and 
adjudicated upon: that this Synod was in reality the Home 
Synod of 543 A.p. 

(iii.) Héfélé, who hore hat «it is no Tener pocaiis to 
arrive at complete certainty on this question,” but thinks that 
he ‘‘has represented things in their true light ”—His repre- 
sentation is directly opposed to that of Dr. Pusey on every 
one of the main points at issue: (1) On the authenticity of 
Canon XI. ; (2) On the supposed condemnation of Origen’s 
errors by the Fifth Council ; (3) On the origin of the ‘ nine 
specific anathemas ” 

Three Writers to teria Dr, Sete ore as asia sarpetied 
him with information upon which his conclusions in this con- 
troversy rest— What were the views of these writers themselves? 
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INTRODUCTORY. 


I was about to put into form some results of an ex- 
amination of Dr. Pusey’s quotations from the Fathers 
in support of the popular doctrine of Endless Punish- 
ment, together with some other quotations from the 
same Fathers and others, which Dr. Pusey has not 
quoted, when Dr. Farrar was good enough to send me 
a copy of his just published work,* in which he has 
examined the nature and value of the testimony of the 
early Fathers upon the matter of this controversy 
sufficiently to prove that their witness is varying, un- 
certain, and inconsistent, so obviously and to such an 
extent that it is hard to see how any unprejudiced 
person can doubt that the question of endless sin and 
endless misery was one upon which there existed a 
wide diversity of unsettled opinion. 

I feel that it would be mere.waste of time if I were 
to attempt to do over again what Dr. Farrar has done 
already in this particular department of this contro- 
versy. I will, therefore, do no more here than set down 
very briefly some propositions, which have been already 


* “ Mercy and Judgment,’ Macmillan and Co., vide pp. 222—295. 
71; B 


2 L[ntroductory. 


sufficiently established by Dr. Farrar and others.* The 
last of these propositions alone seems to require further 
and more exact investigation ; with that last proposition 
only this present volume is concerned. These propo- 
sitions are the following :— 


I. 


That the use of ambiguous Scriptural phrases, e.g. 
‘‘ onial fire,” “‘ eonial destruction,” ‘‘ unquenched fire,”’ 
etc., by the early Fathers is no proof whatever that they 
intended these words ‘‘ to be understood in the full sense 
now attached to the word ‘ Hell.’” There is nothing 
to show that they had faced the question whether future 
punishment would be endless or not—nothing to show 
that they held a belief, one way or the other, to be an 
integral portion of the Christian Faith. 


| 


That it was not until after the middle of the third 
century that the doctrine of Endless Punishment came 
to be at all clearly or commonly taught, and then it was 
taught upon grounds which are wholly insufficient. 


* Vide also “ Life in Christ,” by the Rev. E. White; “The Doctrine 
of a Future Life,” by C. F. Hudson; “Salvator Mundi,” by Samuel 
Cox; “The Unfoldings of Christian Hope,” by “‘ Presbyter;” a deeply 
interesting and suggestive sermon on “ Restitution,” by the present 
Bishop of Gloucester and Bristol, in his volume of sermons “On the 
Destiny of the Creature;” “The Restitution of all Things,” by the Rev. 
Andrew Jukes; and with reference to the uncertainty of patristic views 
as to a future state, see Cardinal Newman’s ‘“ Via Media,” vol. i. p. 64 
(ed. 1877). 
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That the language of the Fathers, even of those who 
sometimes speak most strongly on this point, e.g. S. 
Augustine, is often extremely inconsistent, and some- 
times absolutely contradictory. 


IV. 


That some of the greatest of the Eastern Fathers, 
most conspicuously §. Gregory of Nyssa, and his 
ereater namesake of Nazianzum, taught the doctrine 
of universal restitution (thereby, of course, denying the 
endlessness of punishment), one somewhat indirectly, 
the other quite openly, and ‘‘ were never condemned, 
nor challenged for so doing;” but, on the contrary, 
both were regarded with love and reverence as theolo- 
gians, and both are canonized saints. 


are 
That some among the holiest and most learned 
Doctors of the three great schools of Divinity in the 
Eastern Church (before there existed any “ Schools of 
Divinity” in the West), 2.e. the Schools of Alexandria, 
of Antioch, and of Cappadocia, held and taught this 
‘‘ larger hope.” 


; 


VI. 


That no one of the General Councils, recognized as 
such by the Church of England, i.e. the first four, is 
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ever supposed to have condemned, or even noticed, this 
doctrine, now denounced as ‘‘ heresy,” although it had 
been openly held and taught in the Church before the 
first Council met, a.p. 825, and it had become widely 
prevalent before the meeting of the last of these four 
Councils, a.p. 451. 


VI. 


And further, that certainly at each of the first three 
of these General Councils, and probably at the fourth 
also, men were present and were received with honour, 
and held in reputation for unblemished orthodoxy— 
men of whom some were afterwards canonized saints 
and regarded as bulwarks of the true faith—who, on the 
subject of the final restitution of mankind, agreed with 
Origen. 


VI 


And generally, that a careful examination of the 
History, Councils, and Fathers of the first five centuries 
up to, and including the period of the last General 
Council, acknowledged as such by the Church of Eng- 
land, proves— } 

(1) That the doctrine of endless punishment was not 
believed at all by some of the holiest and wisest of the 
Fathers, and was not taught as an integral part of the 
Christian faith by any even of those who believed it as 
an opinion. 

(2) That it was believed by many, but avowedly on 
grounds which we know to be wholly insufticient. 
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(3) That; extending our view a century later, and 
covering the period in which the anti-Origenist con- 
troversy was rife, we find that the doctrine of endless 
punishment was never laid down as an article of the 
Catholic faith by any General Council, nor by any 
local Council whose decrees have been generally ac- 
cepted either in the East or in the West. Upon this 
last and most important historical question I shall 
enter at length in what follows. 


wo i 
ha i 


ont Le 


Pak Th 


PON HES LORIGAL, INOUIRY INTO, THE Wile 
NESS AND THE WEIGHT. OF CERTAIN 
ANTI-ORIGENIST COUNCILS. 


’ 7 
y, x 
tg " 
easy 

wit E 


Pay Ske Le 


iLAP EH RY E 


THE SUPPOSED CONDEMNATION OF ORIGEN BY SOME 
LOCAL.SYNODS PREVIOUS TO.THE FIFTH GENERAL 
COUNCIL, 


IN the appendix to his book ‘‘ What is of Faith as to 
Everlasting Punishment?” Dr. Pusey devotes much labour 
to the question, whether Origen was condemned by the 
Fifth General Council or not. Now, let it be observed, 
in imine, that this is not the question which we are 
here most concerned to settle; it is not in the least 
decisive of the present controversy. Origen may, or 
may not have been condemned by the Fifth Council; if 
he was condemned, it does not follow that all his opinions 
were condemned. The only question of real importance 
is this, was Origen condemned for holding that particu- 
lar doctrine of restoration, which is now in dispute ? 
You may prove, if you can, a thousand times over that 
Origen was condemned by the Fifth Council; but when 
you have proved that, you will have done simply nothing 
to strike at the doctrine of restoration, unless you can 
go further and show that this particular doctrine was 
one of those for which he was condemned. 

IT would point this out distinctly to begin with, lest 
in following Dr. Pusey’s pleading I should be supposed 
to be making any admission that this question, which 


10 What Origen believed. 


he mentions first, is of any decisive, or even consider- 
able, importance. 

Dr. Pusey begins* by endeavouring to show that 
Origen himself held the opinion of Restitution hesi- 
tatingly, that he was vexed at the publication of what 
he had written only privately on this subject, that 
he repudiated the notion of the devils being restored, 
that ‘‘he taught the received belief in his popular 
writings,” that he held ‘‘all the wild opinions, which 
have since been condemned under his name” only “as 
opinions,” and that he held these opinions tentatively, 
being ‘‘ready to submit himself to the judgment of the 
Church.” ¢ 

Now it may be interesting to know what was Origen’s 
mental attitude towards the doctrines popularly imputed 
to him; but it is not at all material to the present 
controversy. The important question for us is, whether 
a certain particular doctrine, associated with Origen’s 
name, was or was not condemned by the Church. 
Whether that doctrine was held by Origen as a matter 
of faith, or as a mere opinion, is of no importance; but 
I cannot refrain from observing that if Dr. Pusey is 
correct in his assertion that with reference to ‘all the 
wild opinions” which Origen held, he was “ready to 
submit himself to the judgment of the Church,’ he 
certainly was treated with flagrant injustice when he was 
(as Dr. Pusey states) again and again condemned as a 
wicked heretic, condemned with just as much severity . 
as if he had openly taught false dogmas in defiance of 

* “What is of Faith,” etc., pp. 125, et seq. + Ibid., p. 129, 


Dr. Pusey’s Conflicting Propositions. 11 


the Church, instead of privately holding mistaken 
Opinions in submission to the Church. 

If Dr. Pusey’s assertions about Origen and about the 
Councils, of which he speaks, are both true, then he is, 
in effect, charging those councils with gross and cruel 
iniquity, while he asks us humbly and reverently to 
receive their decrees as if they were the mouthpiece of 
the Spirit of God. 

But this, though it may serve to suggest to us the 
need of caution in our acceptance of all Dr. Pusey’s 
various statements, is beside the main issue before us. 

Having said what he has to say about Origen’s real 
relation towards the doctrines imputed to him, Dr. 
Pusey goes on to argue,—Vfirst, that Origen and his 
opinions were so sufficiently and decisively condemned 
before the date of the Fifth General Council, that ‘ there 
was then no ground why the errors of Origen should 
again be brought before a Council.” * 

Secondly, that nevertheless, although such a pro- 
ceeding was perfectly useless, although ‘‘a new decision, 
identical with the preceding, could add nothing to its 
weight,” t still these ‘‘ errors” were brought before the 
Fifth Council and condemned, first generally by the 
eleventh Canon of that Council, and also, as if that were 
not enough, by nine more Canons, which relate these 
‘“‘errors’”’ in detail and anathematise them one by one, 
one of these errors being the doctrine that the punish- 
ment of the wicked will at some time have an end. f 


* “What is of Faith,” ete., p. 132. + Ibid., p. 133. 
t Ibid, p. 148. 


12 The Synod of Diospolts. 


This representation appears at first sight suspiciously 
improbable, and the more we look into it, the more 
improbable it becomes; but we must follow the course 
of Dr. Pusey’s tale and look closely into it. He begins, 
as I have said, with an attempt to show that Origen and 
his errors were decisively condemned before the time of 
the Fifth General Council: he refers to three separate 
condemnations which are supposed to have been passed, 
and also to what took place at the Synod of Diospolis. 
With this latter I will deal first. 


The Synod of Diospolis. 


Dr. Pusey asserts* that ‘‘the fact that the belief 
that those who should be condemned in the great day 
would eventually be restored, was, by itself, condemned 
by the Church, was brought out by the action of Pelagius — 
at the Synod of Diospolis.”” And he proceeds to quote 
part of some sentences out of the ninth and tenth 
sections of §. Augustine’s third chapter ‘‘de gestis 
Pelagiis,” which leave on our minds an impression that 
this synod either itself, in some way, condemned this 
doctrine of restoration, or at all events assented to 
some previous synodical condemnation. But what are 
the facts ? 

This Synod of Diospolis—better known by its older 
name of Lydda in Palestine—was held to hear certain 
charges against Pelagius. None of these charges except 
one had any sort of connection with the opinions of 

* “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 131. 


The Charge against Pelagius. 13 


Origen.* But there was one charge, not mentioned in 
the detailed record of charges as given by Mansi, but 
related by §. Augustine in the book from which Dr. 
Pusey has quoted, which “‘ brought out” a reference to 
Origen. The charge was that Pelagius had said that 
“in the Day of Judgment there would be no forgiveness 
for sinners.” The defence was that he had only said 
this in the sense of the text, ‘‘ The wicked shall go into 
eternal punishment, but the righteous into eternal life ;”” f 
and further Pelagius defended himself by adding that 
‘“‘if any one believes otherwise he is an Origenist.” To 
this explanation of his statement the Synod, we are 
informed, assented. ft 


* They are given at length by Mansi, vol. iv. pp. 311—314. 

+ S. Matt. xxv. 46. 

} “Item recitatum est quod in libro suo Pelagius posuit, ‘In die judicii 
iniquis et peccatoribus non esse parcendum, sed eternis eos ignibus esse 
exurendos. Sed cum respondisset Pelagius, Hoc secundum Evangelium 
se dixisse, ubi dicitur de peccatoribus ‘ Illi ibunt in supplicium eternum, 
justi autem in vitam eternam.’  Addidit Pelagius Ht si quis aliter credit, 
Origenista est. Hoc ergo Synodus dixit, Alienum non esse ab Ecclesia” 
(Hardouin, tom. i. p. 2009). 

It is not by any means clear precisely what it was which the Synod 
asserted to be “non alienum ab Ecclesia ;” whether it was the original 
statement of Pelagius, as explained; or merely the explanation; or per- 
haps only the text, alleged to mean what Pelagius taught; either of 
these suppositions is quite possible, and neither of them is altogether 
unlikely : but the supposition, which is so unlikely as to be almost im- 
possible, is that which Dr. Pusey assumes to be the true one, viz., that 
the Synod meant to admit that any one who believed differently from 
Pelagius, on the point in question, was an Origenist, and further that this 
admission is tantamount to a proof that Origen’s belief upon this point 
had been “by itself condemned by the Church.” 

If we could permit ourselves to bring out facts after this fashion, it 
would be hard to say what “ fact” might not be “ brought out” from the 
not very clear records of ecclesiastical proceedings in ancient times. 


14 No Proof whatever that 


It is evident that the charge against Pelagius was, 
not that he was heretically lenient in holding that all 
sinners would at some time be forgiven; but that he 
was heretically severe in holding that none of them 
would be forgiven at all. 

And itis also evident that the Synod’s acceptance of 
Pelagius’ defence can not be contorted into a condem- 
nation of Origen, or into an endorsement of any sup- 
posed previous condemnation. Origen’s opinions were 
not before:them, and they pronounced no sort of sen- 
tence on his teaching about the restoration of the lost, 
or about anything else. 

The only ‘‘fact,’ with reference to this particular 
doctrine, which is “‘ brought out’’ by the story of this 
Synod, as given by 8. Augustine, is that he (8S. Augus- 
tine) condemned this doctrine of Origen, and looked 
upon itas a doctrine, which ‘‘the Church detests.” This 
we knew quite well before. The only further fact—if it 
can be properly called ‘‘a fact”—‘‘ brought out,” is 
that S. Augustine said, that the Synod intended to 
assent to an inference, implied by Pelagius in his refer- 
ence to Origen ! * 

* Here I will give at length these two sections of S. Augustine, ‘‘ De 
Gestis Pelagiis,” cap. III., from which Dr. Pusey quotes, and which are, 
I think, calculated to leave a different impression from that which the 
extracts alone convey. ‘Item recitatum est quod in libro suo Pelagius 
posuit, ‘In die judicii iniquis et peccatoribus non esse parcendum, sed 
eternis eos ignibus exurendos,’ Quod ideo fratres moverat, ut objiciendum 
putaretur, quod ita dictum est, tanquam omnes peccatores eterno essent 
supplicio puniendi, non eis exceptis qui fundamentum habeat Christum, 
quamvis superedificent ligna, ferrum, stipulam, de quibus dicit Apos- 


tolus: Si cujus opus exustum fuerit, detrimentum patietur ; ipse autem 
salvus erit, sic tamen quast per ignem (1 Cor. iii. 15). Sed cum respon- 
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No doubt we must admit, if the doctrine that the 
wicked, after suffermg the due reward of their deeds, 
would be restored, was precisely one of Origen’s opinions; 
and if that opinion had been notoriously condemned by 
the Church, so that no one any longer ventured to. hold 
it; and if Pelagius had expressly referred to this doc- 
trine, as having been condemned; and if the Synod had 
intended to assent to Pelagius’ assertion on this point, 
which they were not asked to do, and had no occasion 


disset Pelagius, hoc secundum Evangelium se dixisse, ubi dicitur de 
peccatoribus, Illi bunt in supplicium eternum ; justi autem in vitam eternam 
(S. Matt. xxv. 46). Nullo modo potuit Christianis judicibus evangelica 
et dominica displicere sententia, nescientibus quid in verbis de libro 
Pelagii prolatis moverit fratres, qui disputationes ejus vel discipulorum 
ejus audire consueverunt: quando his absentibus, qui libellum contra 
Pelagium sancto Episcopo Eulogio dederunt, nullos urgebat, ut pecca- 
tores per iquem salvandos a peccatoribus eterno supplicio puniendis 
aliqua exceptione distingueret, et eo modo intelligentibus judicibus cur 
fuerit illud objectum, si nollet distinguere, merito culparetur. 

“Quod autem addidit Pelagius, ‘Et si quis aliter credit, Origenista. 
est :’ hoe acceperunt judices, quod revera in Origene dignissime detes- 
tatur Ecclesia, id est, quod etiam illiquos Dominus dicit eterno sup- 
plicio puniendos, et ipse Diabolus atque angeli ejus, post tempus, licet 
prolixum, purgati liberabuntur a poenis, et sanctis cum Deo regnantibus 
societate beatitudinis adherebunt. Hoc ergo Synodus dixit ‘alienum 
non esse ab Kcclesia,’ non secundum Pelagium, sed potius secundum 
Evangelium, quod tales iniqui et peccatores eternis ignibus exurentur, 
quales tali supplicio dignos judicat Evangelium; ef quod detestabiliter 
cum Origene sentiat, quisquis dixerit aliquando eorum finiri posse sup- 
plicium, quod Dominus dixit eternum. De illis vero peccatoribus, quos 
dicit Apostolus, exusto eorum opere, tanquam per ignem salvos futuros, 
quoniam nihil Pelagio de iis evidenter objectum est, nihil judicaverunt. 
Quapropter, qui dicit iniquos et peccatores, quos eterno supplicio veritas 
damnat, aliquando inde posse liberari, non inconvenienter eum Pelagius 
Origenistam vocat; sed rursus, qui nullum peccatorem in Dei judicio 
misericordia dignum existimat, quod vult ei nomen imponat, dum tamen et 
hune errorem ecclesiastica veritate non recipi intelligat, ‘Judicium enim 
sine misericordia fiet illi, qui non fecit misericordiam’ (S. James ii. 13).” 
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for doing—Jf all these suppositions were proved true; 
then, but not otherwise, we might be justified in saying 
that what took place at the Synod of Diospolis goes to 
prove the doctrine of restitution to have been “‘ by itself 
condemned by the Church,” as Dr. Pusey asserts. 

I say “‘ goes to prove,” for when we are referred to 
these ancient Synods, and desired to accept reverentially 
their statements on matters of fact as well as on matters 
of faith, it is well sometimes to inquire what sort of 
assemblies these were, and how far the statements of 
those who sat in them are, either individually or collec- 
tively, worthy of credit. 

Now, it appears that this Synod of Diospolis was not 
a very large assembly; it numbered fourteen Bishops 
only.* And it appears further, that these fourteen 
Bishops were not very wise Bishops, if we may credit 
S. Jerome, who sayst that this was “‘a miserable 
Synod,” because it was completely taken in by Pelagius, 
and because it was ‘‘ truly wretched ”’ in its treatment of 
him. Moreover, we find that the Pope, Innocent L., 
declined to confirm the acts of this not overwise Synod, 
partly because he was not sure whether they were 
genuine, and partly because, if they were genuine, he 
could not be satisfied from their contents, whether Pela- 
gius had purged himself from error or not. 

What then is the value of a condemnation, direct or 
indirect, by such a Synod as this? What is the worth 
of this witness as to matters either of fact or of faith ? 


* Mansi, vol. iv. p. 311. t Epistle 79. 
{ Vide Baron., Ann. 415. 
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The Three Decisive Condemnations. 


Dr. Pusey, having spoken of what took place at this 
Synod of Diospolis, and having told us how it ‘‘ brought 
out the fact’ that the doctrine of restoration had been 
‘‘by itself condemned,” goes on to tell of three such 
condemnations, by which, as he represents, the question 
was decisively settled, and ‘‘the faith was secured.” * 

But before he deals with these condemnations in 
detail, he observes upon a difficulty, which he has found 
in these’ investigations, viz., That in the existing re- 
cords of many ancient Synods (and notably in the case 
of these three highly important and decisive assem- 
blies, which settled finally the Christian faith on a very 
momentous question), we have ‘‘ No acts”! We are 
therefore driven to seek for information as to what 
occurred from less authorised sources; and it some- 
times happens that the information afforded us is not 
very clear, and sometimes not very consistent. Dr. 
Pusey does not dwell on these details: he just mentions 
the difficulty of ‘‘ having no acts;” and it must be 
admitted that it is a serious difficulty. | 

Dr. Pusey says {t that, When Origen’s opinions were 
brought before the Church, on occasion of Theophilus’ 
censure of the Nitrian monks, ‘‘ we have mostly heads 
only of the ground of the condemnation, having no 
acts ;’’ and in a foot-note he refers to two Paschal 
Epistles and one Synodical Letter of Theophilus, to one 
Kpistle of 8S. Jerome, and to 8. Epiphanius, Her. 44. 

* “What is of Faith,” etc. p. 183. + Ibid., p.130. + Ibid., 130. 
II. 0 
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Now, before we care to know “the ground ” of any con- 
demnation, we desire to be informed what was the 
person, or doctrine, condemned; and here we have a 
great deal more than “heads only.”’ Theophilus, in his 
Paschal Epistles—not only in the two to which Dr. 
Pusey refers, but in others, which S. Jerome translated 
into Latin—yrails bitterly against Origen and goes, at 
great length and in detail, into what he calls the 
erroneous and blasphemous tenets of Origen, especially 
in the Paschal Letters of a.p. 401, 402, and 404; * he 
enumerates ‘‘ Precipue Origenis hereses,” his heresies 
about ‘‘our material bodies,’ and what will become of 
them, his heresies about ‘‘the Angels,” about ‘‘ the 
Providence of God,’ about the nature of the Blessed 
Trinity—on these and other points he endeavours to 
prove the falsehood and impiety of Origen’s opinions, 
and he argues at great length against them; but im none 
of these epistles is there any statement that a belief in the 
ultimate restoration of ‘‘lost” mankind was one of the 
‘“errors”’ which was to be condemned. There is no men- 
tion, not the very briefest, of any such error. 

Now, if this opinion had been one of Origen’s heresies, 
and if it had been condemned by a Council, over which 
Theophilus himself presided, only two years before the 
first of these Paschals was written, if Theophilus had 
been instrumental in getting this ‘‘ error’’ condemned, 
not only by a council at Alexandria but also at Cyprus 
and in Rome, is it credible that when he was railing 
against Origen, and doing his utmost to incriminate him, 


* Migne, “ Pat.,” vol: xxii. pp. 773—828, 
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and when he was enumerating and refuting Origen’s 
false tenets, he should never once allude to this impious 
and thrice-condemned heresy, if it was a ‘‘ heresy,” and 
if it had been “‘ thrice condemned ”’ ? 

It might be thought that it would be difficult to find 
negative witness more conclusive than these Paschal 
Epistles afford, and yet such “‘ negative witness more 
conclusive” is to be found in Theophilus’ Synodical 
Letter ; for in this he is giving an official report of what 
took place at the Synod held at Alexandria, a.p. 399, 
and recounting the errors, which that Synod condemned. 
Here then, at all events, this error, which Dr. Pusey 
says the Synod condemned, would be set down as having 
been condemned. But there is no mention of this 
“error,” that “lost”? mankind will be ultimately re- 
stored, nor of any thing at all like it. Surely this is 
something stronger than mere negative evidence. It is 
all but, if not absolutely, conclusive testimony that this 
Synod at Alexandria passed no sentence at all upon the 
doctrine, which Dr. Pusey would have us believe that it 
condemned. But of this Synod I must say more pre- 
 sently. 

Dr. Pusey’s next reference is to ‘‘S. Epiphanius, 
Her. 44” (or 64). Here again is a lengthy dissertation 
on the ‘‘errors” of Origen. What Dr. Pusey means by 
saying that we have here ‘‘ mostly heads only,” I do not 
know; for here, even more at length and in detail than 
in the Epistles of Theophilus, Origen’s errors, one after 
another, are carefully set out and elaborately discussed 
—the discussion occupies, in Migne’s edition of S. Epi- 
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phanius, more than seventy pages of very closely printed 
matter. But here also the opinion now under review 
is never once mentioned ,* and this is the more remark- 
able because sundry errors, attributed to Origen, with 
reference tothe Resurrection, the condition of our bodies 
after death, the possibility of annihilation, the Pla- 
tonic idea of transmigration of souls, and other fancies 
as to the world beyond the grave, are passed in review 
and discussed; but never is there any reference to the 
opinion that the future punishment of the lost will not 
be endless; much less is it said that this “‘ error” had 
been condemned, or indeed that it was an “‘error”’ 
at all. 

We turn to Dr. Pusey’s third reference, with the 
same result. S. Jerome, in his Epistle to Avitus, No. 
124, gives much more than ‘‘ heads” of several errors 
which, he says, he found in the wept apywy, but the 
‘‘ error,’ now in question, is not one of them. 

It would surely have been kind to his readers, if 
Dr. Pusey, in referrmg us to all these ancient and 
lengthy writings, had warned us that they were very 
long, that they were not very interesting, and also that 
not one of them contained a single word about the par- 
ticular doctrine with which we are at present concerned. 
These writings are, no doubt, well worth referring to, 
because the entire absence of any reference to the 
opinion, that the punishment of the lost will not be 
endless, affords a strong proof that that opinion was not 


* §, Epiphanius, it is to be noted, expressly says, Heer. 64, c. 39, that 
he has given “a comprehensive summary” of Origen’s errors. 
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condemned on either of the occasions to which any one 
of them refers. But we will look into each one of these 
occasions by itself. 

Dr. Pusey says,* “‘The heresies in Origen’s book 
were thus for the time silenced. No one any more 
uttered them. East and West had agreed in their con- 
demnation. In the Kast they had been condemned, (1) 
in a Synod at Alexandria, convened by Theophilus, of 
the Bishops: of all Egypt, Libya, and Pentapolis; (2) 
in a Synod of Cyprus, held by S. Epiphanius; (8) by 
Anastasius, Bishop of Rome, with many Bishops of the 
West. These were accepted by the Church, and the 
Church had rest. No one maintained even hesitatingly 
what the Church had condemned.” 


il 
A Synod at Alexandria. 


First, then, we have to look at this ‘“‘ Synod at 
Alexandria, convened by Theophilus.” It is this Synod 
of which Dr. Pusey tells us | that we have ‘“‘no acts”: 
we must therefore be dependant on some less authentic 
evidence for what was done; but we are not without 
plenty of evidence, such as it is; for it is to this Synod 
that the Epistles of Theophilus, already spoken of, 
refer, and we have seen that in them he never men- 
tions the ultimate restoration of the lost. 

It may be well, however, to note what Theophilus 
does say, as well as what he does not say. In his 


* «What is of Faith,” etc., p. 132. t Ibid., p. 130. 
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Encyclical Letter, reporting the condemnation of certain 
of Origen’s books by this Synod (held at Alexandria, 
A.D. 899), and giving in detail the errors, found in 
—Origen’s books, which were by this Synod condemned, 
he mentions this error as to “‘ restitution,” and this only. 
He says that in Origen’s ‘‘De Principiis” it is said, 
‘“‘ Christi reenum finietur aliquando, et Diabolus, cunctis 
peccatorum sordibus liberatus, equo honore decorabitur, 
et cum Christo subjicietur.”’* He says nothing what- 
ever about the opinion that human beings, who had 
sinned, would be hereafter cleansed and restored. So 
far indeed is he from saying that Origen was condemned 
for teaching the ultimate restoration of wicked men, 
that he distinctly charges him with holding an opinion 
of quite an opposite character. Origen, he says, taught 
‘‘quod post multos seculorum recursus corpora nostra 
paulatim rediguntur in nihilum et in auram tenuem 
dissolventur.” 

The only passage in all this long Epistle which could, 
even by mistake, be supposed to have any reference to 
the forgiveness and restoration of human beings after 
death is the following :—‘‘ In alias quoque impietates 
furibundus (Origenes) exsultat, volens eum, qui in con- 
summatione seculorum, et in destructione peccati semel 
passus est, Dominum nostrum Jesum Christum, pro 
Demonibus quoque et spiritalibus nequitiis crucem 
aliquando passurum.” Now it is, of course, possible 
that ‘“‘spiritales nequitii’” might mean the souls of 
wicked men, but that would not be the natural mean- 

* Mansi, iii, 982. 
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ing of the words; just as, when we read of ‘evil 
spirits,” it would not be natural to suppose that the 
writer meant the souls of evil men. Moreover, the 
opinion that Christ would be at some future time crucified 
again to restore lost mankind, is one which has never, 
I believe, been imputed to Origen or to any other 
person. 

That, as a fact, Origen was here referring, not to 
men, but only to demons, we learn from §. Jerome,* 
who says that among the erroneous opinions of Origen, 
which he gathered out of his fourth book, rept apyov, 
was this, ‘‘that as Christ had once suffered for the 
salvation of evil men, so hereafter He would suffer for 
the salvation of evil spirits,’’ from which it is clear that 
Origen did not look to any future crucifixion for evil 
men. 

The same charge against Origen is also made by 
Theophilus,t with an additional and horrible feature 
of profane heresy joined on. Did this feature escape 
S. Jerome’s notice when he was reading and translating 
Origen’s books, or was it invented by the ingenious 
malice of Theophilus, whose bitter hatred of Origen 
glares out of every page of his Epistles? Theophilus 
writes, “‘Si enim Christus, pro hominibus passus, 
homo factus est, ut Scripturarum testantur eloquia, 
consequens erit, ut dicat Origenes, et pro demonibus 
passurus, demon futurus est.” 

The fact that the belief in the ultimate restoration 


* « Epist.” 24, cap. iv. sec. 12. 
+ “Paschal Epistle” for a.p. 401. Migne, “ Pat.,” vol. xxii. p. 781. 
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of mankind was not condemned by this Synod at 
Alexandria, nor indeed at all in question, is confirmed 
by the letter, which ‘‘certain Bishops assembled at 
Jerusalem,” send to Theophilus in reply to his Synodal. 
They write, ‘Ht quia scripsit nobis sanctitas tua, 
repertos quosdam in Hgypto, qui in Origenis dogmatibus 
pestifera quedam velint introducere in Kcclesiis, et 
simplicium corda decipere: ideo necessarium duximus 
significare Sanctitudini tue, quod istiusmodi predicatio 
a nostris auribus aliena sit. Neque enim audivimus 
unquam docentes, quod Christi regenum aliquando sit 
terminandum. Absit hoc a fidelium auribus; Gabriel 
Angelo loquente ad Mariam de eo, qui nasciturus est 
Christus, atque dicente Regnabit super domum Jacob 
in eternum, et regni ejus non erit finis. Neque quod 
Zabulus (Diabolus) cunctis peccatorum vitiis liberatus 
dignitatem obtineat, quam habuit antequam caderet, 
ita ut et ipse et Christus sub unum Dei Patris redi- 
gantur imperium.” * The errors, which were “ strange” 
to these Bishops’ ears, were the finality of the kingdom 
of Christ and the restoration of the devil to his 
primeval dignity. Of the finality of the punishment 
of wicked men, and of their restoration—not to any 
primeval dignity, but—to some place within the king- » 
dom of God our Saviour—of this they say nothing. 

In short, there is not in any one of the records of 
this Council, to which Dr. Pusey refers us, nor in any 
of the other records which I have quoted, the smallest 
scrap of evidence that the doctrine, which Dr. Pusey 


* Mansi, ili. pp. 289, 290. 


The Synod in Cyprus. 25 


represents as having been condemned, was either con- 
demned, or even considered. 


ii. 
A Synod in Cyprus. 


Let us look now at the second supposed condemna- 
tion “in a Synod of Cyprus, held by S. Epiphanius.” * 
Baluzius informs ust that after the condemnation of 
Origen by the Synod at Alexandria, Theophilus sent 
“to all Bishops” a synodical letter ‘“‘containing an 
account of what had been done” by that Synod (his- 
toriam rei geste). We have already seen that this 
synodical letter made no mention of the doctrine now 

in question. But besides this general letter Theophilus 
sent also a special letter to Epiphanius of Cyprus, 
‘‘entreating and exhorting” him to call a Synod of 
“the Bishops of the whole Island of Cyprus,” and get 
them to subscribe his (Theophilus’) Synodical Letter, 
which set forth the condemnation of Origen’s heresies. 
Now we have no evidence that this Synod did subscribe 
Theophilus’ letter, although very probably it may have 
done so; but if it did, such subscription implied no 
~ condemnation of the doctrine of the restoration of the 
lost; for, as we have seen, that doctrine is not men- 
tioned, nor alluded to, in Theophilus’ Synodal. 

It is worth while, before we go on, to note what took 
place, soon after this Synod in Cyprus, at another 
Synod, to which Dr. Pusey has omitted to refer. 


* «“ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 132. 
+ Vide Mansi, iii. pp. 1019—1022. 
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Baluzius, at the close of his remarks upon this Synod 
held in Cyprus, goes on to tell us that Epiphanius 
“sent letters to John, surnamed Chrysostom, Bishop 
of Constantinople, as well as to other Bishops, recount- 
ing the decrees passed by the Synod (in Cyprus), ‘‘ and 
exhorting them to assemble in Synod and to pass the 
same decrees. Not long after which,” proceeds Baluzius, 
‘“‘he (Kpiphanius) set out for Constantinople, carrying 
with him a copy of the Synodical decree, which did 
not indeed excommunicate Origen himself, but con- 
demned his books. And when such Bishops as were at 
hand in the royal city had come together, he read to 
them the sentence of condemnation passed upon Origen’s 
books.’’ Now observe what followed. ‘‘ And some out 
of respect for Epiphanius subscribed to this sentence ; 
but many refused to do so, notably Theotimus, the 
Bishop of Scythia.” (Ac nonnulli quidem ob reve- 
rentiam Epiphanii huic decreto ipsi quoque subscrips- 
erunt; multi vero facere recusarunt, in primis vero 
Theotimus Episcopus Scythie.) The ‘some,” who 
did subscribe, are not said to have done so because they 
concurred in the rightfulness of the condemnation, but 
simply ‘“‘out of respect for HEpiphanius;” while the 
‘““many’’ refused the condemnation altogether ! 

Here, then, we have the sentence of a not very 
imposing Synod of the Bishops of ‘‘ the whole Island 
of Cyprus,” by which Dr. Pusey assumes that the 
doctrine of human restoration was condemned, although 
all the evidence offered goes to prove that it was not 
condemned—however, be that as it may—this sentence 
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was referred to another Synod in the metropolitan city 
of Constantinople, and by the majority in that Synod 
disagreed to and set aside. And yet Dr. Pusey asserts 
quietly that this sentence was ‘‘accepted by the Church,” 
and he sets it before his readers as one of the three 
authoritative decrees by which the faith of the Catholic 
Church was finally settled, so that ‘‘no one maintained 
even hesitatingly what the Church had condemned.” 
What are we to say to such a caricature of history as 
this? Were it about a small matter, one could only 
smile at the air of unsuspecting simplicity with which 
this caricature is drawn and held up to us; but when 
on a matter of the deepest concern, and by a grave 
Divine, justly loved and honoured, such a travesty of 
the truth is offered to us, it is indeed deplorable. 


ia bs 
A Synod in Rome. 


But we have still to inquire about the last of these 
three decisive condemnations, viz. that ‘‘ by Anastasius, 
Bishop of Rome, with many Bishops of the West.” * 

Dr. Pusey does not say which Anastasius he means, 
nor does he give any date or any reference; but as he 

appears to speak of all these three condemnations to 

which he refers (p. 182) as having taken place before 

the Synod of Diospolis, i.e. before ap. 415, and as 

Anastasius II. did not become Pope till after that year, 

we must conclude that he is referring to what was done 
* «What is of Faith,” etc., p. 132. 
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by Anastasius I. In his Pontificate only one Synod is 
recorded as having been held in Rome; that one was 
held a.p. 400, and was concerned exclusively with the 
Donatists, as we learn from a brief notice of it given by 
Mansi,* and also from a long note of Severinus Binius 
on the Synod held in the following year (i.e. 401) at 
Carthage, which, he says, was called at the request of 
Pope Anastasius in order to ratify the decrees, concerning 
the Donatists, which had been passed by the. Synod of 
Latin Bishops in Rome in the previous year. Neither 
of these councils had any reference to Origen or any 
of his opinions. 

Dr. Pusey does not actually say that this third con- 
demnation was by a Synod at all, though he leads you 
to suppose so by classing it together with two other 
Synodical condemnations, and by saying of all three, 
that they “‘ were accepted by the Church.” He may, 
however, be referring to some informal meeting of 
Anastasius ‘‘ with many Bishops of the West,” not 
noticed in the ordinary course of ecclesiastical history, 
but referred to somewhere else—he does not say where. 

Perhaps, however, we shall not be wrong if we venture 
on a surmise that Dr. Pusey’s statement about this con- 
demnation is founded on a letter from Anastasius I. to 
Simplicianus—given by 8. Jerome, Epistle 95 t—in which 
he expresses his great regard for Theophilus of Alexandria 
and his desire to concur with him in condemning the 
errors of Origen, and he proceeds to say that ‘‘ we, 
placed in the city of Rome ’’—he does not say who ‘‘ we” 


* Vol. iii. p. 1020. t Migne, vol. xxii. p. 772. 
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are, but he appears to mean simply himself—‘ holding 
fast to the Apostolic precept, ‘If any shall preach to 
you any gospel other than that which has been preached, 
let him be anathema,’ do therefore declare that what- 
ever is contrary to our faith, in the writings of Origen, is 
alien to us, and punished (punitum).” Then he adds, 
“These things have we written to your holiness by the 
Priest Eusebius, who being fervent in faith and having 
the love of God, showed to us certain blasphemous 
chapters, at which we were horrified, and we condemn 
them, and moreover, if there are any other (such ?) 
things set forth by Origen, we would have you know that 
they and their author alike are by us condemned.” 

On this it may be observed (1) that the ‘‘ many 
. Bishops of the West” are not here specifically mentioned ; 
though doubtless ‘‘ we in the city of Rome” might have 
been intended to include “ many,” or indeed all, the 
‘Bishops of the West.” That it did mean only Anas- 
tasius himself is pretty clear; but certainly not “de 
fide.” (2) Next that there is here no mention of any 
particular heresy but only a general condemnation of 
“ whatever’ in Origen’s writings was contrary to the 
faith. (8) That as Anastasius refers to the condemnation 
of Origen’s errors by Theophilus, and desires to concur 
in it, we are compelled to suppose that he desired to 
condemn these specific errors, which Theophilus con- 
demned, of which, as we have seen, the doctrine of a non- 
endless hell was not one. : 

Now, let it be asked, ‘‘ What conclusions are we com- 
pelled to draw from an investigation of these three 
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occasions on which Dr. Pusey asserts that the doctrine 
he is combating was so decisively condemned that no 
one afterwards ventured ‘ even hesitatingly”’ to main- 
tain it ? 

We conclude that, so far from this “ heresy ” having 
been on these three occasions ‘‘ condemned ;”’ and so far 
from these three condemnations having been ‘‘ accepted 
by the Church,” it appears— 

(i) That on two out of these three occasions there 
was no fresh condemnation pronounced, but merely 
an assent to what had been done on the first occasion. 

(ii) That on that first occasion no reference was 
made to the opinion that wicked men would be ultimately 
purged from sin and restored. The opinions specifically 
set forth and condemned being other “ errors ” of Origen, 
and not this one. 

(iii) That the absence of any mention of this par- 
ticular ‘‘ error’ as one that had been condemned, either 
by Theophilus in any one of his lengthy enumerations 
of Origen’s heresies, or by Epiphanius, or by 8. Jerome, 
is very strong evidence that this error was not con- 
demned. 

(iv) That on the second of these occasions, the sen- 
tence of the Synod in Cyprus, whatever it was, on being 
referred to Constantinople, was disagreed to and rejected. 

(v) That the third of these occasions, namely the 
condemnation ‘‘by Anastasius, Bishop of Rome, with 
many Bishops of the West,” was, like the second 
occasion, avowedly no more than an assent to the — 
decree of Alexandria; and farther that there is no 
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evidence to show that there were ‘“‘ many Bishops,” or 
indeed any Bishops at all, who concurred with the Pope 
in this condemnation ; but on the contrary it seems 
very probable that no one had anything to do with it 
except Anastasius himself. 

(vi) That there is no evidence to show that this 
sentence of condemnation, passed at Alexandria, ever 
was in any large sense ‘‘ accepted by the Church; ” 
whereas there is direct evidence that it was not ac- 
cepted by the Synod at Constantinople called expressly 
to consider it, and ‘‘ exhorted” to agree. 

(vu) That supposing this sentence had been ever so 
weighty in its original authority (whereas it was the 
outcome of Theophilus’ bitter and virulent hatred of 
Origen), and supposing that it had been ever so largely 
‘accepted by the Church,” it would have no importance 
at all in our present controversy, because the doctrine, 
now in question, was not one of those which were con- 
demned. 

From all these conclusions it will be evident how far 
we can, with due regard to the facts before us, accept 
Dr. Pusey’s assertion,* that after these three con- 
demnations ‘‘ There was then no ground why the 
errors of Origen should again be brought before a 
Council. It was ‘actum agere.’ The universal re- 
ception of the decision of a particular Council by the 
Church gave it the authority of the Church.” It would 
be impossible to admit the correctness of this assertion, 
if it referred merely to ‘‘the errors of Origen” in 


* «What is of Faith,” etc., p. 137. 
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general ; but in reference to the special “‘ error’’ now in 
question, it 1s wholly and absolutely incorrect. Of all 
these transactions, which Dr. Pusey represents as a 
series of important historical events, in consequence of 
which the faith of Christendom became fixed, and ‘‘the 
Church had. rest,” we are compelled to say that nothing 
of the kind ever occurred. The condemnations of this 
particular doctrine ‘‘ by itself,” the general acceptance 
of these condemnations, and the ‘rest’ which the 
Church had from further dispute on the matter, are all 
equally unhistorical. 

Dr. Pusey indeed is forced to admit that this “ rest” 
was soon’broken. But, he says, it was not because there 
was any necessity to re-open a question already finally 
settled, but merely “through the fondness of Justinian 
for mixing himself up in theology!” We might per- 
haps feel inclined to inquire whether it is probable that 
this ‘‘ fondness”’ of the Emperor’s would have led him 
to appeal for a new decision on matters already settled, 
which would be perfectly useless, and which ‘“‘ could add 
nothing,” as Dr. Pusey maintains,* to the weight of 
‘‘ The previous decisions.” This brings us to the question 
of the Fifth General Council. 


* “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 133. 
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CHAPTER di 


THE FIFTH GENERAL COUNCIL. 


Dr. Pusny asserts* that after these three final and 
decisive condemnations, of which he has been speaking, 
‘there was then no ground why the errors of Origen 
should again be brought before a Council,” and that 
‘it was not a question for a General Council.’’ Never- 
theless, he says, ‘‘ Through Justinian Origenism was 
brought before the Fifth General Council and was con- 
demned by it.’’ Then he tells us of ‘‘ detailed proceed- 
ings” on the matter of Origen’s errors, which are said 
to have taken place at the Fifth Council. 

One cannot help being tempted here at once to in- 
quire, whether it is not somewhat improbable that the 
Council would have consented to entertain afresh a 
question, which had been already decided, and so finally 
and authoritatively decided that, as Dr. Pusey avers, 
‘“‘no one maintained, even hesitatingly, what the Church 
had condemned.” And further, we might ask, whether it 
is not even more improbable that there should have 


* “ What is of Faith,” etc., pp. 132, 133, 134. 
II. D 


34 A’ New Decision improbable. 
been these “‘ detailed proceedings ’’—including addresses 
from the emperor, petitions from distant dioceses, ex- 
clamations of horror by the Synod, reference back to 
the emperor, and nine entirely new anathemas—all for 
the sake of arriving at ‘‘a new decision,” which the 
Synod knew beforehand to be perfectly useless, since, as 
Dr. Pusey says,* it ‘‘ could add nothing ’’ to the weight 
of previous decrees. Moreover, to reconsider a question, 
which has been already decided, and to give a new deci- 
sion upon it, is to throw doubt upon—if it does not 
absolutely deny—the final authority of all previous deci- 
sions upon the same point.t But perhaps, it will be 
said, that the Council were ready to do a good deal in 
order to gratify ‘“‘the fondness of Justinian for mixing 
himself up with theology.” These, however, are ques- 
tions of probability ; we must look at the facts. 

Dr. Pusey says ft that “‘Of the fact of the condemna- 
tion of Origen by the Council (t.e. Fifth General Council) 
there is no question. In the eleventh Anathema the 
name of Origen is added after those condemned in the 
third and fourth, Nestorius and Eutyches. There is no 
doubt that it is not a later addition, since (as Hefele 
notices) it was so read in the Lateran Synod, a.p. 649, 
from the Roman copy of the Acts of the Fifth. This,” 


* « What is of Faith,” etc., p. 133. 

+ It will be recollected that in a well-known Ecclesiastical case of 
late years, the Court of the Queen’s Bench refused to allow proceedings 
for obtaining a fresh hearing of the case, on the express ground that to 
allow such fresh hearing would throw doubt on the final and sufficient — 
authority of the Privy Council who had already given judgment. ° 

t “ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 134. 
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adds Dr. Pusey, “‘is decisive of the fact that Origenism 
was condemned by the Fifth General Council.” And 
then he says ‘‘the only question which remains is, 
whether the detailed proceedings, recorded by Evagrius 
_ and Nicephorus, belong to the Fifth Council or no.” 

There are here two quite distinct questions. 

First, ‘‘ was Origen condemned by the Fifth Council 
at all?” 

Second, “‘If so, are the details of a supposed con- 
demnation, recorded by Nicephorus and Evagrius, the 
details of what was done at the Fifth Council, or on some 
other occasion ?” | 

Now before going into either of these questions, let 
me say to any who may consider it an important matter 
to be assured whether Origen was, or was not con- 
demned by some ancient Synod, two things—(1) That 
if it could be ever so conclusively proved that ‘ Origen 
was condemned” by the Fifth Council, this would afford 
no evidence whatever that he was condemned on account 
of his doctrine of restitution, since he held a great many 
other doctrines much more open to blame than this one. 
And then (2) Supposing Origen’s doctrine of restitution 
had been ‘‘ by itself condemned,” this would be no con- 
- demnation of the doctrine of restitution, as now held, 
e.g. by Mr. Jukes or by Dr. Farrar; since these two 
doctrines of restitution are in many important points 
essentially different. 

If then Dr. Pusey had proved irrefutably both the 
propositions which he here maintains (instead of having 
failed completely to prove either of them), he would still 
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be as far as ever from showing that such a “ Hope” as 
Dr. Farrar cherishes had ever been condemned by the 
Church. 


Let us now look into these two questions. 


is 
Was Origen Condemned at all by the Fifth Council ? 


Dr. Pusey says* that of this fact “there is no 
question.” This is a surprising assertion as the matter 
has been long and vigorously in debate, such writers as 
Halloise, Basuagi, and above others the learned Walch 
having taken one side, while Dissertator, Pagi, Huet and 
others have taken the other side. Dr. Pusey, indeed, 
himself a few pages further ont quotes Huet as saying 
that he once thought the insertion of Origen’s name ‘“‘a 
fraudulent fiction of the Greeks,” although afterwards 
he changed his opinion and thought it was not a fraud. 
Walch, having at great length gone into the question, 
continued to think that it was a fraud, that Origen’s 
name was a later interpolation, and that he was not 
really condemned by the Council at all. The question 
is not one of very deep or very general interest, and is ~ 
not in the least decisive as to the question of restoration; 
but it is, among ecclesiastical historians, as notoriously 
a disputed question, as any that could be named; and 
therefore it is surprising that Dr. Pusey should attempt 
to pass it over by the painfully inaccurate assertion that 
‘there is no question” about it.{ One might as well say 


* “ Whaf is of Faith,” etc., p. 133. + Ibid., p. 148. 
t Hefele, who in his “ History of the Councils” inquires most care- 
fully into this matter, about which “there is no question,” says, “It is not 
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that “there is no question ” about the date of the Book 
of Job, or the authorship of the Epistle to the Hebrews. 
But as Dr. Pusey has made this assertion it may be 
well here to give very briefly some of the reasons which 
to Walch and others have appeared very strong evidence 
that Origen’s name is ‘‘ a later addition.” 

(i.) The first and most obvious is that Origen’s name 
stands not in its proper historical place. A list of other 
heretics is given, each in its proper historical order, 
according to the dates at which they respectively 
flourished. Origen’s name is put in after six others, 
whereas, in point of fact, he lived before any of them.* 
Of course, if all these persons had been named just 
merely one after another with no regard to their re- 
spective dates, then Origen’s name might as well have 
been where it is as anywhere else; but when the due 
order of time is carefully observed as to all the other 
names, and Origen’s name alone is out of place, and at 
the end, it looks decidedly suspicious. No one drawing 
up the Canon would have so drawn it. 

ii.) The Canon enumerates those heretics and those 
only, who were condemned by the four previous General 


proved that the Fifth General Synod occupied itself about Origen in par- 
ticular. The Acts of the Synod say nothing about him except only in 
one place, Canon xi. Sess. iv., the authenticity of which is questionable,” 
“ Hist. of Councils,” bk. iii. § 257. 

* This is the Canon in question.—“ Si quis non anathematizat Arium, 
Eunomium, Macedonium, Apollinarium, Nestorium, Eutychen, Origenem 
cum impiis eorum conscriptis, et alios omnes heereticos qui condemnati et 
anathematizati sunt a sancta catholica et apostolica ecclesia et a praedictis 
sanctis quatuor conciliis, et eos qui similia predictis hereticis sapuerunt 
vel sapiunt, et usque ad mortem in sua impietate permanserunt vel per- 
manent, talis anathema sit.”—Mansi, tom. ix. p. 383. 
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Councils, and it anathematizes them and all who agree 
with them, and this fact is expressly mentioned in the 
Canon itself. But to this class Origen certainly did 
not belong. No one ever suggested that he, or his fol- 
lowers, had been condemned by either one of the first 
four Councils. Therefore the very words of the Canon 
itself appear to exclude all reference to Origen. 

(iii) All later writers, who assert that Origen was 
condemned by the Fifth Council, always relate that 
Didymus and Evagrius were condemned at the same 
time and together with Origen; but Origen’s name 
stands alone in this eleventh Canon, and no mention is | 
made of Didymus or Evagrius. Dr. Pusey draws atten- 
tion (for another purpose) to the fact that Origen was 
condemned, not alone, but in company with Didymus 
and Evagrius. ‘‘The question,’ he says,* ‘‘is not 
about a condemnation of Origen alone ;” and again,t 
‘Those who have been eager to show that Origen’s 
errors were not condemned in detail in the Fifth General 
Council, have overlooked the fact that three contem- 
porary writers . . . say that, besides Origen, two others 
were condemned—Didymus and Evagrius.”” Here again 
Dr. Pusey is incorrect in his assertions. The persons, 
of whom he speaks, have not by any means “ overlooked 
the fact”’ here brought forward; on the contrary, this 
“fact’’ supplied Walch with one of the arguments 
which led him to a conclusion precisely the contrary to 
that at which Dr. Pusey has arrived—and about which | 
he has thought good to say that “there is no question’’— 

* « What is of Faith,” etc., p. 134. * Ibid., p. 135. 
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Garnier observing that all, who relate in detail this 
supposed condemnation of Origen, agree in stating that 
Didymus and Evagrius were condemned with him, 
argues that all three names would have been set down 
in the condemning anathema, if all three had been then 
condemned, whereas in this eleventh Canon Origen is 
mentioned alone. From this fact (which I am far from 
desiring to ‘‘ overlook”) it would appear almost, if not 
quite, certain that whatever that condemnation of Origen 
was, to which these ‘‘three contemporary writers,” and 
other writers also, refer, it was not the condemnation 
by the eleventh Canon of the Fifth Council; and con- 
sequently that the statements of all these writers, that 
Origen was condemned, afford no evidence whatever in 
favour of supposing that his name was originally in- 
cluded in this disputed Canon. 

(iv.) This eleventh Canon was evidently drawn up in 
consequence of Justinian’s second Edict, setting forth 
the true faith and condemning certain heretics whom he 
mentions, %.¢e. all those named in this Eleventh Canon, 
excepting only Origen, who is not mentioned in the edict, 
nor is there any reference to him or to his errors.* 

(v.) S. Gregory the Great, in relating what was done 
by the Fifth General Council, says nothing about any 
condemnation of Origen, on which Walch observes that 
“it 1s inconceivable that Gregory would have omitted 
to mention Origen, if he had known, and had found 
in the acts, that the Fifth Council had condemned 
him, as well as ‘‘ the Three Chapters,” concerning which 


* Mansi, tom. ix. pp. 538, et seq. 
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he gives the acts of the Council with the greatest 
precision. 

(vi.) It is to be noted that in all the fourteen ana- 
themas, which are the only admittedly genuine canons 
of the Fifth Council, there is not, as Cave has observed, 
‘‘even the slightest reference. to Origen or to his 
opinions,” except in this mere mention of his name, 
as it is supposed, in the Eleventh Canon. The whole 
work of the Council, as expressed in these its fourteen 
Canons, lay exclusively in dealing with the matter, con- 
tained in “the Three Chapters,” which the Emperor had 
summoned them to condemn; beyond this there was 
nothing but the briefly given endorsement of the four 
previous General Councils. With Origen and his errors 
they had nothing whatever to do. 

These and other considerations have led many 
persons, not all of them inferior even to Dr. Pusey in 
learning and critical ability, to adopt a conclusion the 
opposite to that at which Dr. Pusey has arrived. 
Whether these reasons are sufficient to make the 
spuriousness of Origen’s name in this Canon highly pro- 
bably, if not morally certain, is a question upon which 
ecclesiastical historians will probably to the end of time 
continue to differ ; but to say, in spite of these undeniable 
and notorious diversities of judgment, that ‘‘ Of the fact 
of Origen’s condemnation by the Fifth Council there is no 
question,” * is to make an assertion directly at variance 


with the truth. 
But it is needless to dwell any longer on this question, 


* « What is of Faith,” etc., p. 133. 
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because (as it has been again and again pointed out) if 
Origen was condemned in this general way as a 
heretic,” it would not follow that all his opinions were 
‘‘ heretical ;’’ and the question would still remain, ‘‘ was 
this particular opinion, now in dispute, one of those which 
the Council meant to condemn ?”’ 

And now we may pass to the second question which 
Dr. Pusey discusses. 


II. 


Do the details of a Condemnation, recorded by Evagrius 
and others, belong to the Fifth General Council, or to 
some other occasion ? 


In beginning to discuss this question Dr. Pusey says,* 
‘* Those who have maintained eagerly that Origen was not 
condemned in the Fifth General Council have directed 
their attention to bye-issues, such as—(1) May not the 
‘domestic Synod’ (2.e. Bishops habitually resident in Con- 
stantinople to be ready to advise the Patriarch) have dis- 
cussed as well as accepted the Epistle of Justinian, in 
which he requested Mennas to gather them together, 
and condemn Origenism? + (2) May not Evagrius, the 


* “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 134. 

+ Who those persons are who have “directed their attention” to this 
“bye-issue”” Dr. Pusey does not say. Certainly not any one of the 
greater historical authorities who differ from Dr. Pusey on this point. It 
is assumed by all, eg. by Hefele, Cave, de Marca, that the Synod of 
course discussed those matters, which they were called together for the 
express purpose of discussing. The only important question is what was 
the result of their discussion? Did they pass certain anathemas which 
the Emperor asked them to pass, or did they not? Whether before pass- 
ing these anathemas they ‘“ discussed” them, or did not “ discuss ”’ them, 
is a bye-issue, which no one cares to argue. 
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contemporary historian,* who says that the Council con- 
demned Origen, have confused the ‘ domestic Synod’ 
under Mennas with the General Council under Eutychius ? 
(3) May not Cyril of Scythopolis, a monk, have been ill- 
informed ? (4) May not others have copied their mistakes 
unwittingly ?”’ 

But the last three of these ‘‘bye-issues”’ are not 
‘“‘ bye-issues” at all! They are essential parts of what 
Dr. Pusey, a few lines above, calls ‘‘ the only question 
which remains.” If Kvagrius, and Cyril of Scythopolis, 
and others who have copied from them, are correct in 
their statements, then ‘“‘ the detailed proceedings re- 
corded”’ by them do ‘‘belong to the Fifth Council.” If 
their statements are incorrect, then these ‘‘ proceedings ”’ 
do not belong to that Council: and whether this is so, or 
not, is precisely the question at issue. It is the question 
which Dr. Pusey here goes on to argue in great detail. 

We will, before following into these details, set down 
briefly and clearly what this ‘‘ only question which 
remains” is. It is this— 

There are on record nine anathemas, drawn in the 
form of conciliar canons, fone of which expressly con- 


* Dr. Pusey more than once speaks of Evagrius as an “historian ” 
“ contemporary”? with the Fifth Council. He wrote, says Cave (Hist. 
Lit., vol. i. p. 558), “not more than forty years after” the date of that 
Council. Events which are separated by an interval of forty years, are 
not, I suppose, usually called “contemporary ” in the strict sense of that 
word. Evagrius, Dr. Pusey tells us, “ was about sixteen or seventeen at 
the time of the Council, and was at Constantinople in 589,” 7.e. about 
forty years after the Council. 

+ These nine anathemas are supposed to have been the outcome of 
those “ detailed proceedings, recorded by Evagrius and Nicephorus,” of 
which Dr. Pusey speaks. Nicephorus, however, alone gives these nine 
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demns the doctrine that the punishment of the wicked 
will ever come to anend. Were these canons passed by 
the Fifth General Council ? Or were they passed by the 
Home Synod? Or were they only proposed to the Home 
Synod by Justinian, and not passed at all by any 
Council, local or general ? 

Dr. Pusey replies in the affirmative to the first of 
these questions, and he gives us his reasons for so doing. 
In attempting to follow his reasoning and reply to it, it 
will be desirable, for the sake of clearness, to consider in 
the following order, 

(1) Dr. Pusey’s arguments and authorities in favour 
of the view he advocates. 

(2) His own admissions which tell against that view. 

(8) The great historical authorities, and the facts, 
which are opposed to that view. 


anathemas; Evagrius says nothing about them, although he professes to 
relate what was done against the Origenists. 
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CHAPTER III. 


DR. PUSEY’S ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES IN FAVOUR 
OF THE VIEW THAT THESE NINE ANATHEMAS 
BELONG TO THE FIFTH GENERAL COUNCIL. 


He says * that ‘‘ those who have been eager to show that 
Origen’s errors were not condemned in detail in the Fifth 
General Council, have overlooked the fact that three 
contemporary writers, Cyril of Scythopolis, Evagrius 
the historian, Victor of Tununum, say that besides 
Origen, two others were condemned, Didymus and Eva- 
erius.” | From which we are to infer that wherever 
mention is made of the condemnation of these three 
together, the condemnation meant is that ‘‘ recorded by 
EHvagrius and Nicephorus,” and expressed in those “‘ nine 
anathemas ”’ which Nicephorus gives, and one of which 
condemns the doctrine of finality of punishment. That 
this inference is quite unwarrantable the reader will 
perceive ; nevertheless Dr. Pusey proceeds upon it, for 
he goes on to “ give in detail’ the statements of “‘ those 
* « What is of Faith,” ete., p. 135. 


+ Not of course the historian Evagrius, but an ‘‘eremite deacon” of 
earlier date. 
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who assert that Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius were 
condemned by the Fifth General Council,” as if such 
assertions were proof that Origen’s opinions were in 
detail specifically condemned by that Council ! 

We will, however, patiently listen to what all these 
persons say. 


i'é 


Cyril of Scythopolis is Dr. Pusey’s first ‘‘contempo- 
rary” witness. He ‘‘ had,” says Dr. Pusey,* ‘‘ good 
means of being informed, and he tells us that he in- 
quired diligently as to what he wrote about.” We may 
suppose then that his statements are fairly accurate, 
and that when he speaks of ‘‘a common and universal 
anathema,” he does not mean nine special and par- 
ticular anathemas; and that when he says the opinions 
of certain specified people were condemned, he does not 
mean the opinions of some'one else. 

What is the testimony of Cyril? His account is, as 
Dr. Pusey quotest from his ‘‘ Life of Sabas,” as fol- 
lows :— 

“So then, when the holy and cecumenical Fifth Synod 
had been assembled at Constantinople, Origen and Theo- 
dorus of Mopsuestia, and what Evagrius and Didymus - 
had uttered about pre-existence and restoration, were 
subjected to a common and universal anathema, the four 
Patriarchs being present and approving thereof.” 

Now let us remember what is the exact question 
before us. It is not the question whether the Fifth 


* «What is of Faith,” etc., p. 139. + Tbid.,. ps39, 


46 \ Cyril of Scythopolrs. 


Synod passed a general condemnation upon Origen, as it 
is said to have done in its Eleventh Canon; but whether 
it passed nine specific anathemas, detailing sundry of 
Origen’s supposed errors, and condemning them sepa- 
rately.* Dr. Pusey cites Cyril, and the other following 
witnesses, in order to prove this latter point. The 
witness of Cyril, however, so far from proving any such 
specific and detailed condemnation of Origen, goes dis- 
tinctly to show that the condemnation passed by the Fifth 
Synod on Origen was general and not specific. ‘‘ Origen 
and Theodore,” says Cyril, ‘“‘ were subjected to a common 
and universal anathema.” This is certainly not the 
way in which a writer, who ‘“‘ had good means of being 
informed,” and who had ‘“‘ inquired diligently as to what 
he wrote about,’’ would be likely to express himself if he 
meant to say that Origen’s errors were recited in long 
detail, and one after another separately condemned in 
nine specific anathemas. And, as if to make unmistake- 
ably plain the difference between condemning a man 
in general, and condemning certain opinions in particular, 
Cyril, in this very passage, in which he says that Origen 
was condemned in general, mentions also that, in the 
case of Eivagrius and Didymus, certain specified opinions 
of theirs were condemned, v.e. “‘ what Evagrius and 
Didymus had uttered about pre-existence and restora- 
tion.” f 

* Vide Ibid., p. 184. “The only question which remains,” etc., and 
p. 148, “ Nicephorus mentions,” etc. 

+ How entirely different from the simple doctrine of universal sal- 


vation were the elaborate and fanciful notions “about pre-existence and 
restoration ” held in the east in ancient times and attributed to Evagrius, 


- 
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It would appear then that the ‘‘account”’ of these 
matters, which Cyril gives, does not at all support Dr. 
Pusey’s view, even if we take only so much of what Cyril 
says as Dr. Pusey has thought fit to quote. But Cyril 
has something more to say, which Dr. Pusey has not 
thought fit to quote. In an earlier part of this same 
‘Life of Sabas,” from which Dr. Pusey quotes, Cyril 
tells us expressly what Synod at Constantinople it was 
that condemned Origen’s opinions specifically. He 
tells us* that certain doctrines, attributed to Origen, 
which he calls ‘‘innovations”’ and ‘‘ blasphemies,”’ had 
been much discussed and condemned at Antioch and at 
Jerusalem, and that on a formal complaint, setting forth 
these errors being presented to Justinian he issued an 
edict to the patriarch Mennas, who, “together with his 
Synod,” condemned these doctrines. This, which Cyril 
relates as having occurred some time before the Fifth 
Council, obviously refers to the well known letter of 
Justinian to Mennas, so often in this controversy cited, 
and to the detailed condemnation of certain of Origen’s 
errors by the Home Synod held under Mennas, a.p. 548. 

Here then we have—not half of Cyril’s witness to the 
matter in dispute, which is all that Dr. Pusey gives us, 
but the whole of it; and from it we learn (if this well- 
informed and careful witness may be trusted) (1) that 


as also to Origen and many others, we may see by reference to S. Jerome’s 
124th epistle, Justinian’s letter to Mennas, Mansi, vol. ix., pp. 487, 
et seq., and elsewhere. 

* Vita Sabee. cap. 85. 

t Cyril does not say what these errors were, nor does he say whether 
all the errors complained of were condemned, or only some of them. 
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the Synod by which Origen’s errors were condemned in 
detail was not the Fifth General Council, but a Synod held 
at Constantinople under Mennas some time before the 
date of that Council, and (2) that what the Fifth General 
Council did, was, not to condemn any of Origen’s errors 
in detail, but to pass a general anathema on Origen 
himself together with others. 

Dr. Pusey’s position is certainly not improved by the 
evidence of his first witness. 


Lg 


The second of these ‘“ three contemporaries,’’ to 
whose witness Dr. Pusey appeals, is the historian 
Evagrius. ‘‘ Hivagrius,” says Dr. Pusey,* ‘‘ was a con- 
temporary, who was about sixteen or seventeen at the 
time of the Council, and was at Constantinople in 589, 
five years before he closed his history. His account 
is,” etc. And then Dr. Pusey proceeds to give some 
extracts from this ‘‘account,’’ at which we will look 
presently. 

But first let us ask, Of what is this an ‘‘ account” ? 
Is it an account of what was done at the Fifth General 
Council? Dr. Pusey quietly assumes that it is so, or 
perhaps he took a statement in the first sentence of 
Evagrius’ thirty-eighth chapter as sufficient evidence; 
but that very first sentence (which Dr. Pusey has 
omitted to quote) is enough to show that Evagrius is 
here relating not only what was done at the Fifth 
Council, but also what was done previously by another 


* «What is of Faith,” ete., p. 140. 
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Council. He says that the conciliar proceedings which 
he is going to relate took place during the time that ‘‘first 
Mennas and afterwards Eutychius held the see of Con- 
stantinople.” Now we know that when the Fifth Council 
met Mennas was dead ;* therefore it is perfectly certain 
that whatever was done during the Episcopate of Mennas 
was not done by the Fifth Council; and consequently 
when Evagrius tells us that the conciliar proceedings, 
which he relates, took place partly during the Episco- 
pate of Mennas and partly during that of Hutychius, 
he is in effect distinctly asserting that some of these 
proceedings do not belong to the Fifth Council, but to 
another Synod held shortly before the Fifth Council and 
during the life of Mennas.f 

Dr. Pusey, however, entirely ignores Evagrius’ own 
statement as to when the events he relates occurred, 
and quietly assumes that they all belong to the Fifth 
General Council. 

It would not, I suppose, be necessary to say any 
thing more than this in order to prove that the testimony 
of this second ‘‘contemporary witness’ fails to sustain 
Dr. Pusey’s contention. 

I will, however, add further that supposing all the 
conciliar proceedings, here related by Evagrius and 
quoted by Dr. Pusey, did belong to the Fifth Council, 
even then this witness of Evagrius would be of little 
worth for Dr. Pusey’s purpose. He says certainly that 


* He died a.p. 552. The Fifth Council met in 553. 

+ Obviously, it would seem, the same Synod of which, as we have just 
seen, Cyril of Scythopolis makes mention, and relates how it condemned 
certain Origenist errors. 
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there were general ‘‘acclamations made against Origen 
and those who went astray like him.” He says that 
Didymus, Evagrius, and Theodorus were condemned as 
well as Origen. No doubt they were. That Origen 
was on several occasions condemned for many of his 
opinions, no one disputes: but Hvagrius says nothing 
about Origen being here condemned for the opinion that 
future punishment will not be endless—he says nothing 
about such an opinion having been condemned or con- 
sidered; and as to the ‘‘ nine specific anathemas,”’ 
which Dr. Pusey attributes to the Fifth Council, one of 
which condemns this opinion, Evagrius does not seem 
to have heard of them. He mentions the fourteen 
Canons, which undoubtedly are the genuine canons of 
this Council; but about these other “nine” he is en- 
tirely silent. 

The only statement of Evagrius which has even a 
possible allusion to this opinion is that quoted at the 
end of Dr. Pusey’s extracts, where referring to certain 
blasphemies uttered by the monks of New Laura, 
Theodorus Ascidas says,* ‘‘If then the Apostles and 
Martyrs work miracles and are held in such honour, in 
the Restoration, unless they are equal to Christ, what 
sort of Restoration is it to them ?”’ 

It seems rather far fetched to quote this question as 
having any bearing at all upon the doctrine of Restitu- 
tion; but, no doubt, it might be taken as starting an 

* «“ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 141. 

~ I would observe that the word here used by Evagrius, and which 


Dr. Pusey here translates “Restoration,” is the same word, amoxardoragis, 
which is used in Acts iii. 21. 
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objection to some theory of general Restitution accord- 
ing to which all men would be made equal hereafter, 
and the Apostles and Martyrs would thereby lose all 
special pre-eminence unless they were raised above the 
common level of restored mankind and made “ equal 
to Christ.” * It is hardly credible that these words 
should be seriously quoted as evidence, even of the most 
oblique kind, that the doctrine of Restitution, as now 
reasonably held, was condemned by the Fifth General 
Council, or indeed by any council or any person. But 
these words are the only portion of Evagrius’ ‘‘account”’ 
which could possibly be imagined to have even the 
most remote reference to the doctrine now in dispute. 

This witness then need not occupy our time any 
longer; what he has to say is altogether beside the 
mark. 


Ill. 

Dr. Pusey’s third witness is Victor of Tununum, a 
somewhat obscure chronicler, who has left on record 
some brief chronicles of events occurring during the 
fifth and sixth centuries. 

From this writer Dr. Pusey quotes as follows :— 

‘‘He wrote towards the end of his Chronicle, ‘In 
the thirty-ninth year of his empire, Justinian sent into 
exile Hutychius, Bishop of Constantinople, the con- 
demner of the Three Chapters and of Evagrius, the 


* Itis not at all clear what Evagrius means by attributing these words 
to Theodorus Ascidas, for he (Theodore) was accounted to be an Origenist 
himself, and therefore was not likely to have started any objection to his 
own tenets. 
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eremite deacon, and of Didymus, monk and confessor 
of Alexandria, whose praises we have mentioned already 
on the authority of illustrious men.’ ”’ 

On this I would remark, first, that Victor here does 
not mention either the Fifth Council, or Origen. Next, 
that he does not say, or even in the least degree imply, 
that Evagrius and Didymus were condemned at the same 
Council which condemned the Three Chapters. He says 
Kutychius was “the condemner of the Three Chapters, 
and of Evagrius and of Didymus,” just as one might 
say that Pio Nono was ‘“‘the Pope who decreed the 
Immaculate Conception and the Papal Infallibility,” 
without meaning to assert that both those dogmas were 
decreed by Pio Nono at the same Council. 

We should not then be at all warranted in drawing 
the conclusion, which Dr. Pusey wishes us to draw, from 
this statement of Victor, even if this sentence, which 
Dr. Pusey quotes, were all that Victor had said upon the 
matter in hand; but here, as in the case of Cyril’s 
witness, unfortunately for Dr. Pusey, this is not all that 
Victor said upon this question. 

It will be observed that the sentence which Dr. Pusey 
quotes is from Victor’s Chronicle for the year 565, 2.e. 
twelve years after the date of the Fifth Council; in it 
Dr. Pusey finds a statement, which he chooses to 
understand as implying that Victor meant to say that 
Origen, who was condemned together with Didymus and 
Evaerius, was condemned at the same time when the 
Three Chapters were condemned, i.e. by the Fifth General 
Council. But if Dr. Pusey wished to know what Victor 
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really thought the Fifth Council had done, why did he 
not look and see what Victor expressly says that the 
Council did, in his Chronicle for the year 558, when he 
says that Council was held? Victor’s Chronicle for that 
- year is as follows :— : 

‘‘A Synod was held at Constantinople by the com- 
mand of the Emperor Justinian, and there were present 
these primates, Vigilius Bishop of Rome, appointed 
while Silverius was yet living; Apollinarius of Alex- 
andria, promoted during the life-time of Zoilus; Dominus 
(alias Domninus) of Antioch; Kustochius, appointed to 
the See of Jerusalem on the removal of Macarius; and 
Kutychius, who had succeeded Mennas in the Patriarchate 
of Constantinople. There the Synod condemned the 
oft-mentioned ‘‘ Three Chapters,” together with their 
defenders, and they shut themselves out from any 
repenting repeal of this condemnation by a penalty, 
binding themselves by a perpetual anathema, if they 
should ever attempt such a repeal; and these things 
were subject to a sentence of condemnation. And when 
Rusticus, a deacon of the Roman Church, and Felix 
Guillensis, hegumen of a monastery in the Province of 
Africa, contradicted these decrees, they, together with 
their associates, were banished by an imperial decree to 
Thebais. Now when these things were done, an earth- 
quake shook the royal city to its very foundations, 
casting down many houses, and colonnades, and although 
the churches themselves stood firm, almost every altar 
was overthrown.” * 


* Victoris Ep. Tun. Chron. An., 553. Gallandius Vet. Pat., vol. xii. 
p. 231. 
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This is the whole of Victor’s Chronicle for this year 
558, the whole of his report of what was done by the 
Fifth Council; and, as we see, he makes no allusion to 
any condemnation of Origen, he does -not mention 
Didymus or Evagrius; he relates that the Council was 
concerned with “the Three Chapters” and their ad- 
herents, and that these—and these only, so far as his 
record goes—were the persons and the errors then 
condemned. When, therefore, in his Chronicle for 565, 
twelve years after the Council, he calls Hutychius ‘‘a 
condemner of the Three Chapters, and of Evagrius and 
Didymus,” we are certainly not at liberty to cite this 
passing allusion as a proof that Victor held Evagrius 
and Didymus to have been condemned at the same time 
as ‘‘the Three Chapters,” i.e. by the Fifth Council, since 
in his own record of that council he makes no mention 
of their condemnation. Of Origen, be it observed, he 
says nothing at all in either Chronicle. 

This silence of Victor as to any condemnation of 
Origen or his followers by the Fifth Council, when he is 
recording the acts of that Council, is very notable since 
(as Dr. Pusey says) he was contemporary with the Fifth 
Council, and “‘had good means of accurate information.” * 

It appears then that Dr. Pusey’s statement, that 
Victor of Tununum was one of ‘‘ those who assert that _ 
Origen, Didymus and Evagrius were condemned in the — 
Fifth General Council,” + is doubly inaccurate; first, 
because Victor never says anything at all about Origen; 
and next because, although he does say that Didymus 


* «“ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 137. + Ibid. 
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and Evagrius were condemned, he does not say that it 
was the Fifth Council which condemned them. 

Victor is the last of the ‘‘ three contemporaries,” to 
whose witness Dr. Pusey appeals. 

There are eleven more witnesses of later date whom 
Dr. Pusey quotes; of all these there are only two who 
assert that the doctrine of the finality of future punish- 
ment was at any time condemned; of the rest, the 
witness of some is nihil ad rem, of some it is contra- 
dictory, of some it is evidently incorrect, and of one— 
z.e. the Lateran Council of 649—the evidence is, on Dr. 
Pusey’s own showing, ‘‘ decisive”? against his view. It 
will be however worth while to go patiently through 
all these witnesses, in order to show that in no single 
instance is the evidence, cited by Dr. Pusey, of any 
substantial value to prove that the doctrine, now in 
question, was in any way condemned by the Fifth 
General Council. I proceed then to the next witness. 


IV. 


Maximus, Bishop of Aquileia, from whose address 
to the Lateran Synod of 649 a.p., Dr. Pusey quotes.* 

Maximus is not, as you might suppose from Dr. 
Pusey’s citation of him, giving any direct testimony about 
the doings of the Fifth Council, he merely refers to it 
quite incidentally and in passing. He is pleading f to 
the Council that it should not waste its time with calling 
a number of witnesses to accuse the persons then to be 


* “ What is of Faith,” ete., p. 142. 
+ Vide this address of Maximus given by Labbezus, vol. vi. pp. 96, 97. 
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tried, because, he says, their own writings are quite 
sufficient to condemnthem. And then, merely by way of 
citing precedents, he says (what Dr. Pusey here quotes) 
that when Nestorius and EHutyches and Dioscorus were ' 
condemned, there is related to have been only one 
accuser, and when ‘‘ Theodore and Origen in the fifth 
Synod were condemned there was no accuser; their 
writings sufficed for their accusation and censure.” 

All that can be made out of this by way of witness 
is, that Maximus says, in passing, that Origen was con- 
demned by the Fifth Synod, that his own writings sufficed 
to condemn him, and that there was no accuser. Now 
this testimony (whatever it is worth) tells against Dr. 
Pusey and not for him: for upon Dr. Pusey’s showing, 
and that of all who relate the detailed condemnation 
of Origen, there were accusers, Pancratius, Conon and 
others.* Origen was not then condemned upon the silent 
and sufficient testimony of his own writings, but in con- 
sequence of the vigorous accusations of his enemies. 
Here then Maximus and Dr. Pusey are plainly at issue. 
If Maximus is right in saying that when Origen was 
condemned by the Fifth Council ‘‘ there was no accuser,” 
then Dr. Pusey is wrong in saying that the condemnation, 
consequent upon the accusations of Pancratius, Conon 
and others, was pronounced by the Fifth Council. If, on 
the other hand, Maximus is wrong in what he here 
asserts, then of course his testimony is of no value 
either for Dr. Pusey, or against him. 


* Vide Garnerii, “ Dissert. de quinta Synodo,” cap. ii.; and Cave, 
*¢ Hist. Lit.” vol. i. pp. 558, et seq. 
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V. 


The next witness is the Emperor Heraclius, whose 
profession of faith was read in the Lateran Council of 649. 

It contains these words, which Dr. Pusey quotes, 
‘* Following these in all things, and embracing their 
divine doctrines, we receive all whom they received, and 
reject and anathematize all whom they rejected, and 
especially Novatus, Sabellius, Arius, Hunomius, Mace- 
donius, Apolinarius, Origen, LEvagrius, Didymus, 
Theodore of Mopsuestia.”’ | 

Dr. Pusey says* that Heraclius spoke thus ‘‘ upon 
mention of the Fifth General Council.” Now this, though 
literally true, is hardly a fair way of putting it, for it 
was not ‘upon mention of the Fifth General Council ” 
im particular, or by itself, but ‘upon mention” of that 
Council together with several other preceding Councils, the 
last-named of which is the fifth. It was therefore, no 
doubt, ‘‘ upon mention of the Fifth General Council,” but 
not at all with any special or exclusive reference to that 
Council, more than to any of the others, that Heraclius 
said what Dr. Pusey quotes: and this indeed is evident 
from his words; he does not say “‘ following this council,” 
“embracing its doctrines,” etc., but ‘following these,” 
and “embracing their doctrines,” etc, and he mentions 
several heretics with whom no one ever supposed that 
the Fifth Council had any dealings, ze. Arius and 
Sabellius. We might certainly conjecture, from the 
mention of Origen together with Evagrius and Didymus, 

* “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 142. 
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that Heraclius (unless he was merely copying or speak- 
ing from hearsay) had in mind the condemnation of those 
three together by the Home Synod. He may have been 
confusing what was done by that Synod with what was 
done by the Fifth Council, and he may have thought, and 
may have intended to assert that those three were con- 
demned by the Fifth Council. If he did so intend, his 
assertion would be of very little value; it would readily 
be accounted for by concluding that upon a matter, 
which he makes no pretensions to have examined, he 
had fallen into a common error. But all this is mere 
conjecture. What Heraclius may have intended we 
do not know ; what he actually said does not directly, or 
by any necessary implication, support Dr. Pusey’s view. 
As to the ‘‘ confirmation” of this ‘‘ Exposition ” by 
the Primicerius of the notaries, which Dr. Pusey relates, 
as if it were some sort of confirmation of the assertions 
which Heraclius makes, it should be observed (although 
no one who has read the records of this or other similarly 
conducted Synods needs to be told) that this ‘‘ con- 
firmation” given by the chief notary was simply a 
' guarantee for the genuineness of the document produced, 
and not for the truth of the assertions which it con- 
tained. 
Nar 
The Lateran Council itself is Dr. Pusey’s next witness. 
He says* of this Council that ‘‘ in its decree it rejects and 
anathematizes all who do not reject and anathematize 
all the heretics whom the Holy Catholic Church, %.e. — 
"-* What is of Faith,” ete., p. 143. 
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the five cecumenical Synods, reject and anathematize, 
and then enumerates Sabellius, Arius, etc., and at the 
end Origen, Didymus, Evagrius.” 

Here, again, I venture to think that Dr. Pusey is not 
treating his witnesses fairly. No doubt, if this decree is 
taken by itself, and apart from other evidence, and if 
this decree were the only reference made in this Lateran 
Synod, to the condemnation of Origen by the Fifth 
Council, we might suppose that it referred to that detailed 
condemnation of Origen and his doctrines in those nine 
anathemas (of which more presently) which Dr. Pusey 
represents as having been passed by the Fifth Council. 

But can we fairly take this decree by itself? and is 
it the only reference made in the Lateran Synod to 
Origen’s condemnation by the Fifth Council? Certainly 
not ; the decrees of the Fifth Council were (as we have 
already seen) recited in this Lateran Synod, and Dr. 
Pusey himself asserts (whatever his ground for that 
assertion may be) that ‘“‘ the Roman copy”’ of the Acts 
of the Fifth Council, from which its decrees were read, 
was so certainly a true and correct copy that it must be 
taken as ‘‘ decisive” as to what the Council really did.* 
But among the decrees, thus read before the Lateran 
Synod, there was no one of the “‘ nine anathemas”’ con- 
demning Origen’s doctrines in detail; there was no 
reference whatever to Origen, or his opinions, either in 
detail or in general, except in the often quoted Eleventh 
Canon, where the name of Origen appears in a list of 
persons condemned in general as heretics. ‘The record 

* “What is of Faith,” etce., pp. 183, 1384. “There is no doubt,” etc. 
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of this recitation before this Lateran Synod is spoken of 
in another place and references given.* The testimony 
of this Lateran Synod, whatever may be its value, is 
clear on two points, on one of which it.supports Dr. 
Pusey, on the other it is against him. (1) The Council 
accepts the general condemnation of Origen by the 
Eleventh Canon of the Fifth Council. (2) It does not 
accept any other condemnation ; it does not accept any 
one of those nine specific anathemas, which Dr. Pusey 
fathers on the Fifth Council,—i.e. on the special point 
which Dr. Pusey is here urging, the witness of this 
Council is distinctly and, on his own showing as to its 
trustworthiness in this very matter of what the Fifth 
Council did, decisively against him. 


Vil. 


Dr. Pusey’s seventh witness is Sophronius,t Patriarch 
of Jerusalem, who wrote an Epistle to Sergius, Patriarch 
of Constantinople, eighty years after the Fifth Council. 

Sophronius, no doubt, in this Epistle says that the 
Fifth Council ‘‘ destroys and casts out to destruction the 
insane Origen, and all his boastful dreams, and his writ- 
ings full of various ungodliness ;”’ but this may refer to 
the supposed general condemnation of Origen and his 
writings by the Eleventh Canon, just as well as to the 
supposed elaborate and detailed condemnation, about 
which Dr. Pusey is here arguing; and therefore it must 
be said that here again Dr. Pusey has called a witness 


* See p. 37. t “ What is of Faith,” etc. p. 148. 
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whose evidence fails to prove, or indeed, at all to support, 
his case. | 

Moreover, in the very passages from this letter, which 
Dr. Pusey quotes, there is an indication that Sophronius 
was confusing the acts of the Home Synod with those of 
the Fifth Council, for he says first that the Council con- 
demned Origen, and Evagrius and Didymus, and then 
he says ‘‘ after whom it plucks up Theodore of Mop- 
suestia.” Now this order of events is true; Origen was 
condemned first, 7.e. by the Home Synod, and a few 
years after Theodore was condemned, 2.e. by the Fifth 
Council. This may explain Sophronius’ assertion and 
his mistake; but it is admitted by those who most 
eagerly argue on Dr. Pusey’s side of this particular 
question, that the detailed condemnation of Origen, 
Evagrius and Didymus (if it formed part of the acts of 
the Fifth Council at all) came after the condemnation of 
Theodore, which was avowedly the main purpose of the 
Council, and not before it.’’ * 

I will add farther—as few persons probably will take 
the trouble to read this letter of Sophronius—that no 
one who did take that trouble would, I should think, be 
inclined to attach any great value to the statements of 
Sophronius on any matter, where accuracy is required. 
The letter is full of inflated exaggerations, and it was 
written, as it appears, by Sophronius with a view to 
establish his own entire orthodoxy by a violent and 
verbose condemnation of all the ‘‘ insane,” ‘‘ cruel,” 


* Vide De Marca, “Dissertatio de decreta Vigilii,” xxii. Mansi, 
vol. ix. pp. 419, et seq. 
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“‘ execrable,” ‘‘ most savage,’ ‘‘ most foul” * heretics, of 
whom he gives a long list. ) 

Having said a good deal about the Councils and the 
heretics, he writes, ‘‘ And that nothing may be wanting 
to your satisfaction, I give the names of the very 
persons whom I anathematize, and hold condemned not 
only with my tongue and mouth, but with my heart and 
with my spirit.”” Here follows a dreary catalogue of these 
‘‘most wicked” and ‘‘ most foul” persons, interspersed 
with sundry expletives and execrations, at the end of 
which he adds: ‘‘ Therefore these above-named heresi- 
archs, and after them whatever most wicked heresies 
and schisms have been anathematized, I anathematize 
and catathematize with my soul, heart, and mouth, with 
my mind too, and my words and my speech; and every 
other deadly author of heresy, and every other most 
profane heresy, and every other schism, struck down 
by God, as many as our holy Catholic Church con- 
demns.” The whole letter is in this style, which would 
certainly not induce a careful critic to depend much 
upon the accuracy—scarcely, indeed, in the substantial 
truth—of any of its statements. 


VIII. 


The next witness cited by Dr. Pusey is an Imperial 
Edict read in the Sixth General Council. 

Dr. Pusey writes,t “‘ The Emperor declares that he 
receives the five holy ecumenical Councils; and after 


* These are a few of his customary epithets, applied to heretics. 
t+ “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 144. 
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describing the four first, adds, ‘We receive also the 
Fifth * Council, gathered by Justinian of sacred memory 
in our aforesaid God-preserved and most happy city 
against Origen, and Didymus, and Evagrius, who fought 
against God;’ and then follow the names of those, some 
of whose writings were then condemned, Theodore of 
Mopsuestia, Theodoret and Ibas.”’ 

Now, apart from the unfortunate error in this quota- 
tion, upon which I comment in a note below, it strikes 
one at once on reading this sentence that the Emperor 
must be referring to the Home Synod under Mennas, 
and not to the Fifth Council under Eutychius, for he 
calls it “‘the Synod gathered by Justinian . . . against 
Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius.” Now the edict of 
Justinian, addressed to Kutychius, summoning the Fifth 
Council does not make the smallest reference to Origen, 
or Didymus, or Evagrius,t therefore that Council could 
not be truly described as a “‘Synod gathered by Jus- 
tinian against Origen;” but that is exactly a true 
description of the Home Synod of a.p. 541, which was 
‘“‘gathered by Justinian’ for the express, and sole 
purpose, as his letter, addressed to Mennas, calling the 


* T must observe that Dr, Pusey has not given this quotation correctly ; 
he has inserted the word “fifth” which is not in the original. The 
edict runs, “We receive also the Synod gathered by Justinian, etc., 
against Origen.” Very possibly the Emperor may have meant the Fifth 
Council, but he did not say so; and, therefore, when the question at issue 
is whether the Synod, which condemned Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius, 
was the Fifth Council or some other, it is certainly unfortunate that Dr. 
Pusey should, through error, have inserted the word “ fifth,” which is not 
in the original. Vide Cons. Const. iii. actio 18. 

+ This edict is given in Labbzeus, vol. v. pp. 419, et seq. 
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Synod declares,* of being “against Origen” and the 
Origenists. The witness then of this Imperial edict is 
not in favour of Dr. Pusey’s view, but against it. 


IX. 


Dr. Pusey’s next piece of testimony is as follows :— 

‘“‘ Leo II. in his Epistle to the Emperor Constantine, 
after declaring his adhesion to the five General Councils, 
‘which the whole Church of Christ also ratifies and 
follows,’ anathematizes all heresies and their authors, 
and mentions those condemned by the fifth in the same 
order. ‘Origen, who is also Adamantius, Didymus, and 
Evagrius, and in like way the writings of Theodoret 
against the twelve chapters of the most holy Cyril, with 
the letter said to be of Ibas, sent to Maris the Persian.’”’ 

Now it is unfortunate here that Dr. Pusey stops in 
the middle of a sentence; for had he given the whole 
sentence, as it stands in Leo’s epistle, it would have 
been plain’that the inference, which he wishes his readers 
to draw from this extract, could not reasonably be 
drawn from the original. Dr. Pusey obviously wishes 
us to understand that Leo spoke of Origen, Didymus, 
and Evagrius, as having been condemned by the Fifth 
Council; but no one would understand that from read- 
ing what Leo himself says. I give here the whole of 
what he says on this head, and the reader may judge 
for himself. : 

* This letter is given in Labbeeus, vol. v. pp. 635, et seq. 


+ Dr. Pusey here adds a note, quoting Garnier’s opinion that this 
epistle is not, as Baronius held that it was, spurious. 
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‘‘ Moreover, aS we receive and firmly declare the 
holy five Universal Councils of Nicwa, Constantinople, 
Ephesus, Chalcedon, and Constantinople, which also 
the whole Church of Christ approves and follows; so 
also that holy Sixth Council, lately held in the royal 
city by the pious efforts of your serenity, as following 
their steps and interpreting these things with equal 
respect and judgment, we accept, and judge this Council 
worthy to be numbered with them, as having been 
gathered by one and the same grace of God; and those 
priests of the Church of God, who faithfully met therein, 
we decree to be accounted among the holy fathers and 
doctors of the Church. For by means of these latter, 
as by means of the former, the Spirit of God did work 
for the salvation of souls; and the incorruptible fruit of 
this (Council) shall be imputed by the Lord to your 
imperial piety, and it shall be brought on to perfection, 
the grace of God wonderfully co-operating, by the labour 
of preaching in ages to come. Moreover, we anathema- 
tize and execrate all heresies, and all their authors and 
defenders, who, being deceived by diabolical fallacies, 
have tried to introduce the errors of falsehood into the 
Church, contrary to the apostolic and orthodox faith, 
that is to say, Arius, Sabellius, Macedonius, Apollinarius, 
Eunomius, Nestorius, Hutyches, Dioscorus, Timotheus, 
Severus, Themistius, Origen, who is also Adamantius, 
Didymus, and Hivagrius; likewise the writings of Theo- 
doret against the twelve chapters of holy Cyril, with the’ 
letter, said to be of Ibas, sent to Maris the Persian, and 
with these James, Theodosius (or Theodorus), Gaianus, 

i. F 
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Anthimus, Zoaras, Donatus, Novatus, Priscillianus, 
Paulus, Photinus, Pelagius (Celestius, Julanus),* 
Faustus, Maximinus, whom the holy Catholic and Apos- 
tolic Church has cast out from the catalogue of faithful 
fathers, as tares from the threshing-floor of the Church, 
to be consigned to the punishment of hell, by the winnow 
of God’s discerning judgment.” f 

Here, when we have the whole passage before us, 
it will be seen that Leo does not say, nor does he give 
the smallest hint that he means to say, that Origen was 
condemned by the Fifth Council. He says he accepts the 
five General Councils, and the sixth (which it was the 
special purpose of this Epistle to endorse), and then 
presently he adds, ‘‘ Moreover, we anathematize and 
execrate all heresies, and all their authors,’ etc.— 
language which intimates that he was referring to other 
heretics besides those condemned by the just-mentioned 
six Councils—and he goes on to give a list of these 
heretics, some of whom no doubt were condemned by 
one or other of the six General Councils, as Arius, 
Macedonius, Nestorius;{ but others equally certainly 
were condemned by other Councils, not by either of the 
six General Councils, as Anthimus and Zoaras.§ Leo 


* Only in the Greek version. 

+ Labbeeus in Con. Const., iii. vol. vi. pp. 1109, et seq. 

¢ Condemned by the First, Second, and Third General Councils re- 
spectively. 

§ Condemned by a local Synod held at Constantinople a.p. 536, 
Vide “Sententia Epiphanii patriarche et Synodi congregate contra 
Severum et Petrum” (Labbeeus, vol. v. p. 251). Also “ Sententia Mennoe 
pat. contra Severum, Petrum, et Zoaram” (Ibid., p. 254). Also “Constitutio 
Justiniani imp. etc. contra Anthimum, Severum, Petrum, et Zoaram” 
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says not a word to show who, in his opinion, were 
condemned by the General Councils, and who by other 
Councils; therefore, to pick out of this list Origen, 
Didymus, and Evagrius, and to represent Leo as saying 
that these three were condemned by the Fifth Council, 
is not to represent, but to misrepresent; Leo says 
nothing of the kind. 


X. 


The Epistle of Tarasius, read in the Second Council 
of Nice,* is the next witness, and is certainly in Dr. 
Pusey’s favour; but when we know a little more of 
what Tarasius said than Dr. Pusey thinks it discreet 
to tell us, we shall be better able to judge what this 
witness is worth. Tarasius, in this Epistle, as Dr. 
Pusey observes, ‘‘ rehearses and accepts the six General 
Councils,” or rather he assumes to do so; he does’ 
quite correctly, and fully as to chief persons and the 
chief doctrines concerned, rehearse what was done by 
the first four General Councils, making no very im- 
portant omission; but when he comes to the fifth he 
makes an omission, which is very important, so im- 
portant, indeed, that we can hardly fail to conclude that 
he was not acquainted with the acts of the Fifth Council 
at all, but had got hold of some other acts instead. 
The omission he makes is this: he says nothing of the 
(Ibid., p. 263). Leo mentions the condemnation of these two, Anthimus 
and Zoaras, as if it occurred after the condemnation of Origen, Didymus, 
and Evagrius, whereas it did oecur before. Leo, therefore, is not histori- 


cally accurate in what he here says. 
* “ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 145. 
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matter for which (as all historians admit) the Fifth 
Council was summoned to meet; he says nothing of 
Theodore, Ibas, Theodoret, and the ‘‘ three chapters,”’ 
and of the heresies condemned by the fourteen un- 
doubtedly genuine Canons of the Fifth Council. Of this, 
which was beyond question the primary cause, and the 
main work of the Fifth Council (whatever it did, or did 
not do, besides in the matter of Origen), Tarasius is 
entirely silent; he ascribes no work whatever to that 
Council except the condemnation of Origen, Didymus, 
and Hivagrius. The sentence quoted by Dr. Pusey is his 
whole account of what the Fifth Council did. Now, I 
would ask, is it reasonable to suppose that if Tarasius 
had before him, or in his mind, the genuine acts of the 
Fifth Council, he would have wholly ignored the chief 
purpose and work of that Council, and would have re- 
corded, as if it were the sole outcome of the Council, a 
condemnation, which (if it belonged to that Council at 
all) was admittedly a secondary matter, brought before 
the Council which had met for other business? Is it 
not much more reasonable to suppose that Tarasius had 
in mind the acts of that Synod which was concerned 
exclusively with Origen and his followers, and that— 
having no special reason to inquire what was or was 
not done by the Fifth Council—he took these acts to 
belong to the Fifth Council, as others had done before, 
though in reality they were not the acts of that Council, 
but of another held a few years previously? Ido not, 
of course, say positively that this was so; I only ask, is 
not this supposition much more reasonable than the 
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other supposition which we are driven to make, if we 
allow that this letter of Tarasius is of any value as a 
witness in Dr. Pusey’s behalf? — 


xe 


Dr. Pusey next quotes* from the definition of this 
Nicene Council; but this is merely a repetition of the last 
witness. In the definition of this Council, over which 
Tarasius (in company with the Papal legates) presided, 
there is the same very brief and obviously imperfect, if 
not mistaken, record of the Fifth Council, which Tarasius 
himself gives in his letter, just referred to. The same 
considerations pointing to a mistake in the one case, 
point equally to a mistake in the other case, and there- 
fore they need not be repeated. But as Dr. Pusey has 
cited these extracts from the acts of this Council, as 
witnesses worthy of consideration, it may be right to 
observe that we are here on ground which is not very 
solid or trustworthy. Severinus Binius, in an elaborate 
note appended to the history of this Council,f has 
pointed out that the manuscript records from which we 
derive our knowledge of what was done at this Council, 
are far from satisfactory; of three versions of the acts of 
this Council, one is “‘ so inconsecutive and useless ” that 
librarians have not thought it worth copying; the others 
are better, but imperfect and discordant. Labbeus also 
‘observes on the unsatisfactory character of the existing 


* “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 145. 
t Vide Con. Nic. II., actio viii. ad jin. 
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records of this Council.* Supposing then that the wit- 
ness of these records was ever so plainly in Dr. Pusey’s 
favour, we should not be justified in attaching to that 
witness any great value. 


XII. 


The next authority produced is as follows : f— 

‘In a profession of faith of a Bishop of Rome, who 
was elected by the concurrent votes of the electors 
between the death of Constantine Pogonatus, a.p. 685, 
and the collection of the Liber Diurnus, a.p. 715, and so 
probably Gregory II., a.p. 714, the Pope says, ‘In this 
(the Fifth Synod) Origenes, with his impious disciples 
and followers, Didymus and Evagrius, were subjected to 
eternal condemnation,’ etc., and then some others who 
were likewise condemned are mentioned.” . 

Now here, as in several other places to which Dr. 
Pusey has referred, it is stated that Origen was con- 
demned by the Fifth Council; but it is not stated 
whether the condemnation was general or specific; 
nothing whatever is said about “‘ detailed proceedings,”’ 
the occurrence of which Dr. Pusey is trying to prove; 
nothing whatever is said about any particular errors of 
Origen having been here specifically anathematized. It 
is stated, indeed, that Didymus and Evagrius were also 
condemned by this Council; and Dr. Pusey perhaps 
understands this as an indirect proof that the ‘“ detailed 
proceedings,” elsewhere recorded to have been taken’ 


* “Sac. Con.,” vol. vii. p. 662. 
t “What is of Faith,” ete. p. 145. 
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against Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius altogether, took 
place at this Fifth Council. Such an inference would 
no doubt be admissible, as perhaps correct, if there were 
no evidence against it; but in this case there is over- 
whelming evidence against it. 

But let us for a moment suppose that the anonymous 
_ author of this “‘ profession of faith ’’ did mean to assert 
all that Dr. Pusey would have him thought to assert. 
What then? Then surely we must inquire what reason- 
able ground we have for believing that the assertions of 
this anonymous person are likely to be correct. Andon 
this matter we have some evidence in this very relation 
of what the Fifth Council is supposed to have done, and 
from which Dr. Pusey quotes. If we read on a little 
beyond the words at which Dr. Pusey discreetly stops, 
we find the author of this document going on to mention 
other persons who, he says, were condemned by the 
Fifth Council, viz. ‘‘ Severus Acephalus, with Petrus and 
Zoaras, and all the companions and followers of their 
impious confusion, were struck down with perpetual con- 
demnation,”’ etc.* 

It is unfortunate for the historical reputation of this 
good bishop, who here professed his faith (whoever he 
may have been), that he was not content with assigning 
to the condemnation of the Fifth Council, Origen and 
Didymus and Evagrius, or a few others perhaps about 
whom there might be some little dispute ; but when he 
mentions Severus, Petrus, and Zoaras, and says that 
they too were condemned by the Fifth Council, our con- 

* Migne, “ Pat.,” vol. ev. p. 50. 
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fidence is somewhat shaken, and we begin to doubt 
whether we can quite comfortably accept the historical 
information here offered to us; for as to these three 
heretics, Severus, Petrus, and Zoaras, they certainly were 
not condemned by the Fifth Council, but by a much less 
important Synod, which was held at Constantinople 
some sixteen years before, 7.c. in a.p. 586.* This sug- 
gests an uncomfortable suspicion that there may be some 
little error as to Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius. But 
as the author of these statements was perhaps a pious 
and excellent man—at all events he was a Pope—it 
would not be respectful to press him too closely. We - 
will let him go, and call the next witness. 


XIII. 


Dr. Pusey calls Photius as his next witness,t and he 
quotes two extracts from his writings. The first is as 
follows:—‘‘ Photius says that he had ‘read the acts of the 
Fifth Council, in which the so-called three chapters were 
treated of, the matters of Origen, and he and his writings 
were anathematized,’” etc. Whence does this extract 
come, and what is its real force? It is taken from the 
Bibliotheca of Photius,t in which, writing to his brother 
Tarasius, he says that in order to help him more quickly 
to find what he may want, he (Photius) has “‘ set down 
summarily ” the contents of what he has read; § then 

* Vide note § on p. 66. 


+ “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 146.: 
{ “Bib. Photii,” iv. 18. Migne, “Ser. Grece.,” tom. ciii. pp. 42—58. 


§ “ Prefatio Bib. Pho.” 
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follow many pages of this summary of what he had read. 
Of certain writings he gives long accounts, of others 
mere headings, as of this Synod, which is given thus: 
“Synodus V.—Lecte quoque actiones quinte Synodi 
quibus tractatum de Tribus, ut vocant, Capitulis, de 
Origene, qui cum scriptis suis anathemate damnatus,”’ 
etc. Photius is here simply giving a reference for pur- 
poses of research, and not pretending to give an opinion 
on a moot point; he simply notes down that he has 
read certain writings called ‘‘ The Acts of the Fifth 
Synod,” which treat of certain matters, which he 
enumerates. It would be quite unwarrantable to quote 
this passage as if it represented the opinion of Photius 
on a moot point, when it is in fact a mere reference to 
guide the searches of Tarasius. Photius gives no hint 
that he had at all considered whether these acts really 
belonged to the Fifth Council or not; much less that he 
had formed any judgment on that point. 
| Dr. Pusey next refers to a letter of Photius to 
Michael of Bulgaria, in which he says, ‘‘the Fifth 
Synod condemned and anathematized Origen, Didymus, 
and Evagrius, who maintained an end of the endless 
punishment, another consolation this, as to all sin 
and perdition; and they granted their ancient dignity 
to the evil spirits, inventing that they returned to 
the ancient glory, whence they fell.” Now, this is 
a distinct piece of evidence, and must be allowed 
some weight, unless there should prove to be any 
plain reason for beheving that Photius was ill informed 
as to the Fifth Council, and was here writing on the 
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strength of information which was not correct. Such 
a plain reason—very plain, indeed—appears at once 
if we take the trouble of reading a little more of the 
epistle than Dr. Pusey has thought fit to quote; for in 
this same epistle, in which Photius says of the Fifth 
Council, that it ‘‘ condemned and anathematized Origen,” 
etc., he says also that this Council was presided over 
first by Mennas and afterwards by his successor 
Kutychius.* This indicates clearly that Photius was 
misinformed, for (as I had occasion to observe when 
dealing with the witness of Evagrius, and as Dr. Pusey 
himself has pointed out)t Mennas did not preside at 
the Fifth Council at all—that Council met a.p. 5538, and 
Mennas died a.p. 552. Hutychius, and no one but he, 
presided at the Fifth Council; but Mennas did preside at 
the meeting of the Home Synod a few years earlier. It 
would therefore seem evident that when Photius speaks 
of what was done at a Council over which “‘ first Mennas 
presided and afterwards Hutychius,” he had got hold of 
the acts of these two Synods, collated in one (as we 
know they were), and spoke of what was done by both, as 
if it were all the work of one and the same Synod. He 
is only making the same confusion which others have 
made, and which was not at all unnatural; and his 
error is marked by one of those small but significant 
signs, betraying a mistake, some of which appear in 

* « Horum (i.e. the 165 Bishops assembled) duces et tanquam lumina 
furerunt Mennas quidem ab initio, tune Eutychius successor, qui clavum 
regiz istius et archiepiscopalis sedis moderabantur.”—Ep. viii. ad Michael. 


Bul. Migne, “‘ Ser. Grec.,” tom. cii. pp. 643, et seq. 
+ “What is of Faith,” ete., p. 134. 
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every writer who has recorded that the Fifth Council 
‘condemned Origen’s heresies in detail. 

Besides this mistake about the presidency of Mennas, 
two other significant mistakes are the following:—(1) The 
assertion that Justinian sent a copy of his address to the 
Fifth Council to Vigilius, Bishop of Rome. ‘This is as- 
serted by Evagrius * one of Dr. Pusey’s chosen witnesses, 
and others. But Vigilius was in Constantinople when 
the Fifth Council met in that city, and he was present in 
the Council ;| Justinian, therefore, of course did not send 
him a copy of his address to that Council. But when 
the Home Synod met in a.p. 548, Vigilius was in Rome, 
and Justinian did send him a copy of his address to that 
‘Synod, and to Mennas as its president.{ That Synod, 
therefore, which condemned Origen, Didymus, and Eva- 
erius, and to which was addressed that letter of Justinian, 
of which he “‘ sent a copy to Vigilius, Bishop of Rome,” 
clearly could not have been the Fifth General Council, it 
must have been some Council at which Vigilius was not 
present nor expected. | 


* “ Hist. Eceles.,” vol. iv. 38. See also on this Cave, ‘ Hist. Lit.,” vol. 
i. 558. 

t Photius, Ep. viii. lib. 1, says of the Fifth Council, “ Vigilius aderat 
(qui et ipse Romam susceperit procurandum), apud urbem quidem, 
Synodo tamen non interfuit, eo quod nolebat sponte se ad illum aggregare 
conventum. [le autem nihilominus, quod minime volebat sacri illius 
consessus sodalitio interesse, fidem communi Patrum suffragio editam, 
libello suo dato, confirmavit.” On this there is a note in Migne: “ Vigi- 
lius papa Constantinopolim adiit, vocante Justiniano, et Synodo interfuit 
Sed, cum acta non probaret, recessit Chalecedonem, sed ab imperatore 
heretico et imperioso exagitatus, atque in exilium missus, tandem elan- 
guit et subscripsit.” If this is true, it tells a tale as to the moral value of 
condemnations passed at the request of Emperors. 

t Vide “ Liberatus Breviarum,” xxiii. 
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(2) Another common, and not less significant, 
mistake, is the statement made by Photius, in this same 
letter to Michael of Bulgaria, which Dr. Pusey here 
quotes, also by Nicephorus and others,* that, at this 
condemnation of Origen by the Fifth Council, Didymus 
and Evagrius were at the same time condemned. Now, 
we know from the testimony of Nicephorus himself,t and 
from the accordant witness of others, who relate the 
detailed condemnation of Origen in company with Didy- 
mus and Evagrius, that the complaint against these two 
was made to Justinian by Conon and certain other 
monks of Jerusalem; and we know further that Jus- 
tinian, having received this complaint, passed it on to 
Mennas,{ at that time Patriarch of Constantinople, and 
bid him call a Synod and condemn the persons thus 
complained of. Mennas did call a Synod, and the 
heretical doctrines of the persons complained of were 
condemned. But this Synod, which Mennas assembled, 
and over which he presided, was beyond question (Dr. 
Pusey himself says so, “‘ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 134) 
the Home Synod of 548, not the General Synod of 553. 

Here again there is clearly some confusion: two 
statements are made, both of which cannot be true. If 
the Council which condemned Origen’s heresies in detail 
was the same which entertained the complaint made 
against Didymus and Evagrius, then it was not the 
Fifth General Council. But if it was the Fifth General 

* Cited by Dr. Pusey, “ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 137. 
t Vide “ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 147. 


t Vide Garnerii “ Dissert. de quinta Synodo,” cap. ii.; Gallandius, 
xii. 167. 
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Council which condemned in detail Origen’s heresies, then 
this was not the same Council which condemned Didymus 
and Evagrius. From one horn or the other of this 
dilemma there is no possible escape. 


XIV: 


Nicephorus is Dr. Pusey’s next and last witness. He 
is the only one of these fourteen witnesses who deals 
with the exact point in question, none of the others 
indeed, except Photius, even touch it. Of Nicephorus 
Dr. Pusey says,* ‘“‘much the same interval, which 
separated Nicephorus from the Fifth General Council, 
separates us from Henry I. and his struggle with S. 
Anselm about investitures. Now, I suppose that if any 
of us had spent our time in a library, rich in manuscripts, 
from our youth, we should expect to be believed | when 
we produced a statement from a manuscript which we 
had under our own eyes. But this is the case of Nice- 
phorus. He, then, having the acts before him, says,” ete. 

Now, on this plea for the trustworthiness of Nice- 


* “What is of Faith,” etc., p. 147. 

+ If we care to consider how far we may reasonably be “expected to 
believe” what this Nicephorus Callixtus relates, it may be well to see 
what opinion of him is held by those who have studied him ; e.g. Pérennes, 
at the close of his life of Saint Nicephorus, Bishop of Constantinople, makes 
the following reference to this ‘“ Historian” Nicephorus :—“Il ne faut 
pas le confondre avec Nicephore Callixte dont nous avons une Histoire 
ecclesiastique. . . . Il rapporte beaucoup de faits qui ressemblent 
extremement 2% des fables” !—“ Nouvelle Encyclopédie Théologique,” 
Migne, tom. iii. p. 29. Huet also asserts that Nicephorus “adds” things 
to his history “out of his own head ” (de suo), and he calls him “a very 
shallow and trumpery” person.—“ Origeniana,” lib. ii. cap. iv. sect. iii. 
sub-sect. xiv. 


78 | Nicephorus. 


phorus’ account, I would observe—(i) That the reference 
to the ‘‘interval which separates us from Henry I.” is 
certainly very suggestive, but it is not reassuring. We 
gather from historians who have studied that period of 
English history—the reign, I mean, of Henry I.—that 
considerable obscurity attaches to the ecclesiastical pro- 
ceedings of that time, at least, as to their precise details ; 
that it is not at all a simple matter to arrive at anything 
like certainty as to those matters; and that we might find 
sundry manuscripts, if we ‘‘ spent our time in a library,”’ 
containing statements on many matters, but more 
especially on matters of theological controversy, which 
are not in every case quite accurate.* (i) That although 
we should, no doubt, ‘‘ expect to be believed when we pro- 
duced a statement from a manuscript which we had under 
our own eyes ’—2.e. we should expect it to be believed that 
the statement we produced was there in the manuscript— 
yet it would not at all follow that the statement itself was 
‘‘to be believed,” and this is the only point of impor- 
tance. (ill) As to this manuscript, which Nicephorus 
had under his own eyes, Dr. Pusey writes, ‘‘ He, then, 
having the acts before him, says,’ etc. Nicephorus 
himself, however, expresses it a little differently. He 
says, when he comes to state the precise errors for which 
Origen was condemned, that he is relating these things 


* The reader will recollect that it was with reference to the ecclesias- 
tical events of a period nearer our own than that of Henry L, de. the 
reign of Henry IL., that two of our most eminent living historians were 
lately at issue; the aspect of those events, according to Mr. Freeman, 
being strikingly different from the aspect of the same events according to 
Mr. Froude; the events themselves, whether they ever really occurred or 
not, being sometimes in question. 
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‘‘as we have gathered them owt of commentaries on this 
Synod.”* It is obvious that ‘‘ commentaries” on, or of, 
a Synod are not the same thing as “ the acts,” particu- 
larly if you donot happen to know who wrote such ‘‘ com- 
mentaries,’’ nor when they were written. 

Let us ask what value Dr. Pusey himself would 
attach to a statement as to the precise errors condemned 
by some Synod in the time of Henry I., which some stu- 
dent had ‘‘ gathered” out of a manuscript (author and 
date unknown) which purported to be ‘‘ a commentary ” 
on what was done by that Synod? Of course, the 
manuscript might be a most valuable document, and 
the statement gathered out of it might be quite correct ; 
but there would be more than one circumstance of doubt- 
fulness about such testimony. 

There is, as we shall presently see, one remarkable 
circumstance which imparts considerable doubtfulness 
as to the testimony here produced by Nicephorus ; but 
first let us examine what that testimony is, we will con- 
sider afterwards what it is worth. 

Nicephorus says that certain ‘‘ monks of Jerusalem ”’ 
presented to the Fifth Council a petition against “ the 
impious doctrines of Origen ;” that the Council, ‘‘ having 
exclaimed against Origen,” referred the matter to Jus- 
tinian. After which, he says, ‘‘the same monks very 
diligently selected many other blasphemies,” and they 
added certain “‘ chapters, which the Origenists are wont 
to maintain.” And here we come to the point. ‘‘ Nice- 


* «Sicuti ea ex commentariis synodi istius excerpsimus.”—“ Hist. 
Eccles.,” lib. xvii. cap. 27. 
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phorus,” says Dr. Pusey, ‘‘ mentions, among others, 
that the punishment of all ungodly men and of devils 
has an end; and that the ungodly and devils will 
be restored to their former order.” 

_ Now, whatever may be the value of Nicephorus’ 
testimony, this is hardly a fair representation of it, for 
he does not mention this error (as we should suppose 
from Dr. Pusey’s relation) as one error among many, 
which had been by itself condemned. The words which 
Dr. Pusey quotes are part of a long sentence, containing 
a string of strange notions, all of which together Nice- 
phorus attributes to the ravings of Origen (hec furiosus 
ille docet). The whole sentence is as follows :—‘‘ The 
soul existed before the body, and it may have committed 
sins in heaven. And also that the heaven, the sun, the 
moon, the stars, and the waters which are above the 
heavens are animated, and are, as it were, reasonable 
powers. Besides that, in the resurrection the bodies of 
men will be raised in a round and orbicular form, and 
that the torments of all impious men, and of the devils 
themselves, will have an end, and that the wicked and 
devils shall be restored to their former order. Moreover, 
that it behoves Christ to be crucified also for the devils, 
and often to suffer in future ages for the spirits of 
wickedness who are in heavenly places.” Here are a 
number of strange, and even horrible, doctrines; and 
among them is mentioned a particular view of human 
restitution, connected with the supposed pre-existence of 
the soul, and connected, too, as we know it was, with the 
notion of the body being annihilated, and the soul re- 
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duced to ‘‘a naked intelligence,” and then finally 
absorbed into the great “unity of being.” All this 
Nicephorus says the Synod condemned. Surely this 
is no condemnation of a widely different doctrine of 
restitution, which does not involve pre-existence of 
the soul, nor annihilation of the body, nor loss 
of individuality, though it does involve the finality 
of torments. 

But if this testimony which Nicephorus gathered out 
of some manuscript is not sufficient to prove any condem- 
nation of the doctrine of restitution, as now held, what is 
to be said of one of the nine Canons which Nicephorus 
says the Synod ‘‘ hurled at Origen” (in ewm Synodus con- 
torsit), one of which (that quoted by Dr. Pusey) is as 
follows :—‘‘ If any one says, or thinks, that the torments 
of devils and of evil men is only for a time, and that 
they will at some time have an end, or that there shall 
be a restoration of devils, or of evil men, let him be 
anathema”’? This is certainly explicit enough. It 
expresses. very clearly the judgment of the persons 
who wrote this Canon. But who were these persons ? 
What are these ‘‘nine Canons”? Who drew them up ? 
Who passed them ? or did anybody “‘ pass ” them except 
the person or persons who drew them up ? 

Nicephorus says they are Canons of the Fifth Council, 
but on what authority he so says does not appear. The 
Canons of the Fifth Council are fourteen in number: 
they are very well known: they are recorded in Kcclesi- 
astical history,* with, I believe, no important variation 


* Vide Mansi, tom. ix. pp. 375, et seq. 
II. G 
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in any one of them, except the eleventh (in which the in- 
sertion of Origen’s name is in dispute), and no one of them 
bears any resemblance to any of these nine Canons.* 
This is the remarkable circumstance, to which I 
alluded just now, which throws doubt upon that history 
of the Fifth Council which Nicephorus gives. Where 
did he find these nine Canons? and what must we 
say to the fact that in his history of this Council 
he says nothing at all about the fourteen Canons, 
which were, beyond dispute, the genuine decrees of 
that Council, but gives these nine entirely different 
Canons, and says that he gives them literally (de verbo 
ad verbum). 

Surely the inference is too obvious to be avoided, 
that the writer (whoever he may have been) of this 
anonymous ‘‘commentary,”’ from which Nicephorus 
‘‘oathered”’ the information which he gives, was re- 
cording ‘“‘nine anathemas”’ belonging not to the Fifth 
Council at all, but to some other Council, or at least some 
other source, not the Fifth Council. 

But is this all that we have warrant for inferring ? 
Have we only ground enough to conclude that this 
anonymous writer was referring to some occasion other | 
than the Fifth Council, or may we go further, and say, 
without much fear of mistake, what that ‘‘ other occa- 
sion” was? May we assert, without much hesitation, 
not only negatively that these “‘nine anathemas” do 

* These are the fourteen Canons of the Fifth Council, which were read 


to and accepted by the Lateran Council, a.p, 649, of which mention 
has already been made. 
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not belong to the Fifth Council, but positively to what 
occasion they do belong? I think we may. Clearly 
they were not the decrees of the Home Synod of a.p. 548; 
those decrees are fifteen in number, not nine; they are 
on record, and they are, I believe, the only decrees ever 
attributed to the Home Synod. But there was no other 
Synod, so far as history tells, held about that date, by 
which these “nine anathemas’” could have been passed. 
If then these anathemas were not passed either by the 
Fifth Council in a.p. 558, or by the Home Solis in 543, 
by what Synod were they passed ? 

I answer, they were never passed by any Synod. 
We have them, all nine—the one which Dr. Pusey quotes 
and all the rest, which he does not quote, but which 
- Nicephorus gives—in a letter from the Emperor Jus- 
tinian to Mennas.* They are the nine anathemas against 
Origen, which Justinian himself drew up, and which he 
proposed to Mennas for the consideration and accept- 
ance of the Home Synod. They were never passed by 
that Synod, nor by any other Synod; they are not Con- 
ciliar decrees at all except in form; they have not the 
smallest authority of any sort. The Home Synod, as 
we all know, did consider those nine anathemas, and in 
their own fifteen Canons they embodied the substance 
of all those nine, except one—that one is the one quoted 
by Dr. Pusey as if it were a decree binding the faith 
of Christendom! That one is the one which condemns 
belief that future punishment will come to an end. 


* This letter is given at length by Labbeus, “Sac. Con. »’ vol. v. pp. 
635, et seq. 
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That one, and that one only, in substance as well as 
in form, the Synod declined to pass.* 

Here, then, is the value of this testimony of Nicepho- 
rus: He ‘‘gathers” information from ‘‘commentaries”’ 
—author and date unknown—he professes to be giving 
records of the Fifth Council; he records nothing which 
that Council really did, not one of the decrees which 
beyond dispute belong to that Council; but he relates 
some occurrences which belong to the history of another 
Council, and gives—as if they were the Canons of the 
Fifth Council—not even the Canons which the other 
Council passed, but only those which it was asked to 
pass and did not pass! A more unreliable, misleading, 
confused, worthless piece of evidence could hardly be 
found. 

This is the last of Dr. Pusey’s fourteen witnesses. 
How far the testimony of all, or any, of these fourteen 
supports Dr. Pusey’s contention that the errors of 
Origen were in detail condemned by the Fifth General 
Council; how far their testimony is nihil ad rem; or how 
far it goes to prove just the contrary of what Dr. Pusey 
asserts, I will now leave the reader to judge for himself, — 
and I will pass on to the next point which is to be 
considered. 


* Of this I have already given a brief account in the Appendix to 
Part I. of this book, pp. 146, et seq. 
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Chir Pi RA EVs 


DR. PUSEY'S OWN ADMISSIONS WHICH TELL AGAINST 
HIS VIEW THAT ORIGEN’S ERRORS WERE CON- 
DEMNED IN DETAIL BY THE FIFTH COUNCIL. 


Tuts part of our subject need not detain us long, but it 
is worth while to note distinctly in one or two instances 
how far Dr. Pusey has compromised himself, how far he 
has gone towards refuting his own conclusions, either by 
the admissions he has made, or by the arguments he 
has used. 


i 


First. Dr. Pusey has made it appear a priori ex- 
tremely improbable (as I have already pointed out) that 
the Fifth Council should have entertained the question 
of Origen’s errors at all; and still more improbable that 
_ they should have passed any new anathemas against 
those errors. The question, so Dr. Pusey argues, had 
been already absolutely and decisively settled; ‘‘ Hast 
and West had agreed” in condemning the errors of 
Origen; ‘‘no one uttered them any more;” “‘no one 
maintained, even hesitatingly, what the Church had 
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condemned.” * ‘‘ The faith was secured already by the 
previous decisions.”  ‘‘It was not a question for a 
General Council, for the Church was not disturbed.” ft 

Very well, suppose these things were so; how im- 
probable that a General Council should have at all taken 
up such a question, thus previously and decisively settled ; 
especially when they had not even the excuse that these 
old and already condemned errors were at that time 
making any disturbance in the Church; for (as Dr. 
Pusey assures us) ‘‘the Church was not disturbed’’! 
And further, supposing that the Council did entertain 
this question, how incredibly improbable that they 
should have wholly ignored all those ‘‘ previous de- 
cisions,’ by which, as Dr. Pusey tells us, ‘‘the faith 
was secured already ;” that they should have drawn up 
de novo nine fresh anathemas, as if they were dealing 
with errors which the Church had never dealt with 
before! 

It was, we know, the invariable rule of Councils, in 
dealing with heresies and heretics already condemned, 
either to refer to the occasions of such condemnations, 
or simply to record the doctrines or persons condemned, 
and to express concurrence in such condemnations. 

To suppose that a Council, when dealing with errors 
which had been specifically condemned three times 
within the last preceding hundred and fifty years, which 
condemnations the whole Church, ‘‘ Hast and West,” 
had agreed to receive, and which this ‘ universal recep- 
tion’? had stamped with the full authority of the Church, 

* “ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 132. + Ibid., p.*133. 
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_ so that no ‘‘new decision’ could add anything to their 
weight ; * to suppose that a Council, in dealing with such 
errors, should have departed from the invariable, and 
obviously reasonable Conciliar custom in like cases, 
should have totally ignored what was already the ac- 
cepted belief of the Church, should have taken no sort 
of notice of these ‘‘ previous decisions” already univer- 
sally received, but should have drawn up nine new 
anathemas on their own account, and put them forth as 
if they were deciding a still undetermined controversy, 
thus doing what would have been not merely perfectly 
useless, but highly derogatory and disrespectful to 
previous Councils, whose decrees were universally re- 
ceived, and hereby ignoring, or treating as insufficient, 
the authority of the whole Church. Such a supposition 
only needs to be put into plain words, in order to be 
dismissed at once as altogether incredible. 


it: 


Second. Dr. Pusey asserts, quite correctly, that Jus- 
tinian’s letter summoning that Council, by which 
Origen’s errors were condemned, was addressed to the 
Patriarch Mennas. ‘‘Justinian,” he says,f ‘‘ asked 
Mennas to assemble the Bishops and Prefects of monas- 
teries at that time resident in this royal city, and got 
them to condemn Origen and all the chapters appended.” 
Undoubtedly he did. The letter is on record,t and is of 
unquestioned authenticity ; it is an important document 


* ¢ What is of Faith,” etc., pp. 132, 133. t Ibid., p. 134, 
t Mansi, vol. ix. p. 523. 
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for the purposes of this controversy. I have referred to 
it several times already. 

But how are we to reconcile this letter, addressed to 
Mennas, with the theory that it was the Fifth General 
Council which condemned Origen’s doctrines? Jus- 
tinian’s letter summoning the Fifth Council was not 
addressed to Mennas, it was addressed to Hutychius. 
When the Fifth Council met Mennas was dead. The 
Council which Mennas called together, by Justinian’s 
orders, to condemn Origen was (as it has been shown 
over and over again almost ad nauseam) the Home 
Synod of a.p. 543. That it was a meeting of this Home 
Synod—z.e. of the Bishops and other prominent eccle- 
siastics resident in and about Constantinople—and not 
a General Council to which this letter of Justinian’s 
refers is evident from the very words of the letter itself, 
which Dr. Pusey has quoted. Justinian asked Mennas 
to ‘“‘assemble the Bishops and Prefects of monasteries 
at that time resident in this royal city.” A General 
Council was not a meeting of Bishops and others “ resi- 
dent in this royal city,” but of Bishops and others 
‘resident ’’ all over the world. 

Here, then,‘is another of Dr. Pusey’s own assertions, 
which, if true, is fatal to his main contention—and the 
assertion is true beyond question. 


iBE g 


Third. Iwill venture to call for Dr. Pusey’s witness 
against himself only on one point more. He asserts, 
when discussing whether Origen’s name was or was not 
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properly in the eleventh Canon of the Fifth Council, 
that the fact of his name being in that Canon in ‘the 
Roman copy of the acts of the Fifth Council,” as “read 
in the Lateran Synod a.p. 649, ts decisive of the fact 
that Origenism was condemned in the Fifth General 
Council;”’* that is to say, ‘‘ the Roman copy ”’ of those 
acts was so certainly genuine and correct that its testi- 
mony as to what was done by the Fifth Council “is 
decisive.” 

Very well; so let it be. It suits Dr. Pusey here: it 
is fatal to him further on. It suits him to assume the 
correctness of this ‘‘ Roman copy,’ when he is trying to 
prove that Origen’s name is genuine, and not inter- 
polated, in the eleventh Canon of the Fifth Council ; 
but when he wants to make it appear that Origen’s 
errors were condemned in detail by that Council in the - 
“nine specific anathemas” given by Nicephorus, how 
about “‘the Roman copy” then ? 

Citing the testimony of Nicephorus in order to prove 
the express condemnation by the Fifth Council of several 
of Origen’s errors, and especially of his doctrine of 
restitution, Dr. Pusey (as we have seen) quotes + that 
writer as giving “‘ nine specific-anathemas” passed by 
the Fifth Council, one of them directly condemning the 
doctrine that future punishment will ever come to an 
end. Dr. Pusey says that Nicephorus ‘‘ wrote, having 
the acts before him,” and he urges strongly that Nice- 
_ phorus ought to be believed when he tells us what the 
Council did. We turn to the “‘ decisive’? Roman copy 


* “What is of Faith,” etc., pp. 133, 134. t Ibid., p. 148, 
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of the acts of that Council, and therein we find neither 
this anathema against restitution, nor any one of “the 
nine specific anathemas ” given by Nicephorus, nor any 
decree at all resembling any one of these ‘‘ nine;”’ but 
only the well-known fourteen decrees which are beyond 
question, and are on all hands admitted to be, the 
genuine decrees of the Fifth Council! These were found 
in the ‘decisive’ Roman copy of the acts, and were 
read to, and endorsed by, the Lateran Synod of a.p. 
649— these, and no others.* 

We might perhaps hesitate to assert quite so posi- 
tively as Dr. Pusey does that this Roman copy of the 
acts of the Fifth Council is so certainly and exactly 
correct that it must be taken as ‘“‘ decisive” as to the 
genuineness of every single name given in a list of 
heretics; but certainly it is not unreasonable to con- 
clude that this official copy of the acts of a General 
Council was correct enough not to have entirely omitted 
nine Canons, and said nothing at all about them, sup- 
posing any such Canons had really been enacted by the 
Council referred to. It is not unreasonable or rash to 
assert, with some confidence, that the entire omission of 
any notice of these “nine anathemas”’ in the Roman 
copy of the acts of the Fifth Council is very nearly, if 
not quite, ‘‘ decisive” that those anathemas were not 
passed by that Council; that if they were ever passed by 
any Council, it was not the Fifth Council, but some 
other. 

I have already endeavoured to show that, in point of — 


* Labbeeus, vol. vi. pp. 239, et seq. 
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fact, these nine anathemas never were passed at all by 
any Council. 

I may observe that before the reading of this Roman 
copy of the acts of the Councils in the Lateran Synod, 
a like formality to that described by Dr. Pusey, in con- 
firmation of the profession of Heraclius,* was gone 
through. On the demand of Pope Martin, the President 
of the Synod, that the decrees of the five General 
Councils should be produced and recited, Theophylact, 
Primicerius of the Apostolic notaries, declared that he 
had “‘taken the acts of the sacred Councils from your 
venerable record office,” and that he then ‘‘ held them 
in his hands.’’ The Pope thereupon commanded ‘the 
decrees of each one of the holy Councils of pious and 
orthodox faith” to be read “in order.” This accord- 
ingly was done, and on coming to the Fifth General 
Council the famous fourteen Canons relating to the 
matters of ‘‘the three chapters” were recited, and no 
others. : 

It was certainly unfortunate for Dr. Pusey that he 
went out of his way to call attention to this ‘‘ Roman 
copy” of the Fifth Council’s acts, and still more 
unfortunate that he committed himself by asserting 
dogmatically that it was ‘“‘ decisive” of what the Council 
did. 

* «What is of Faith,” ete., pp. 142, 143. 

+ Vide account of Council, Seeretarius iv., Lab., vol. vi. p. 239. 
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SOME AUTHORITIES AND SOME UNDISPUTED FACTS 
WHICH ARE OPPOSED TO DR. PUSEY’S VIEW. 


As it is plainly impossible for every reader to examine 
for himself the correctness and the sufficiency of the 
facts here adduced and the arguments urged, it may 
be well to give the judgments of some of the most 
learned of those who have made it their business to 
search into this controversy, and not merely their 
judgments, but also the grounds and reasons upon 
which such judgments were formed. 

I will begin with Cave, who had reviewed the con- 
troversy down to his own time, and had observed one 
fertile source of error as to the history and proceedings 
of the Constantinopolitan Councils between the years 
586 and 553, viz. that during that period there were 
several Synods held at Constantinople, some were meet- 
ings of ‘‘ the Home Synod,” one was a General Council, 
more than one was held under the presidency of Mennas, 
all were assembled during the reign of Justinian. The 
various records relating what had occurred at all these | 
Councils, all held about the same time, and all stored in 
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the archives at Constantinople, were collated together in 
one codex under the head of that one which among them 
was the most important, t.e. ‘the Fifth General Council.” 
Hence it came to pass, as Cave and many others have 
remarked, that many matters, related in this codex, 
have been attributed to the Fifth General Council, when 
in reality they belong to one or other of the lesser 
Synods. 

The confused record of these several Synods in the 
same codex, and the consequent probability of further 
confusion, has been again and again pointed out by 
Cave, Garnerius, Halloixius, Héfélé, and others who have 
looked into the history of these Synods. 

Evagrius, who wrote about forty years after the last 
of these Councils, appears to have been the first to make 
extracts from this confused codex, under the assump- 
tion that his extracts all applied to the Fifth General 
Council.* He has been repeatedly quoted by later 
writers, whose quotations cannot of course add any 
thing to the original value of the testimony which they 
quote. What the value of the statements of Evagrius 
on this matter is, and how far they sustain or fail to 
sustain Dr. Pusey’s contention, we have already seen. 

I will now give the judgment of Cave on the true 
history of these “‘ detailed proceedings” against Origen. 


* **Memini me legere apud Nicephorum Callixtum sessione secunda 
quinte Synodi conclamatum fuisse adversus Origenem post lectos Pales- 
tinorum monachorum libellos. Sed neque id Dissertatorem juvat, neque 
sum nescius confudisse Nicephorum cecumenicam synodum cum par- 
ticulari, eumque errorem ab Evagrio abductum esse.” —Garnerii “ Dissert. 
de V. Synodo,” § ii. 
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Cave says* on this question, ‘‘ The fifth of the Con- 
stantinopolitan Councils, under Mennas the Patriarch, 
about the year 541, was held by order of Justinian, to 
consider the cause of the Origenists. Certain monks of 
Jerusalem—LHulogius, Conon, Cyriacus, and Pancratius 
—had lately presented to Justinian a humble appeal 
complaining of the Origenist doctrines then abounding 
in the Hast, and demanding that certain chapters which 
they had extracted from Origen’s writings should be by 
public authority condemned. The Emperor assented, 
and published a long edict against the errors of Origen, 
which having made public he sent to Vigilius the Pope, 
and to the other Patriarchs in the East, as Liberatus 
testifies, ‘ Breviar.,’ cap. xxill. p. 162. But not content 
with this, he commanded a Council to be called of the 
Bishops who were to be found in the royal city. The letter 
of Justinian, briefly setting out the doctrines of Origen, 
was read to the Synod, and the extracts produced by 
the Palestinian monks were discussed and condemned. 
The epistle of Justinian is given by Cedrenus, in ‘ Annal. 
ad an. Justinian,’ 25, whence it was copied into the 
‘Concilia,’ tom. v. p. 680. And some fragments of the 
acts of this Synod exist in Evagrius, ‘ Hist. Hecles.,’ 
lib. iv. cap. 88, p. 414; who, however, strange to tell, 
mixes wp and confounds these matters with the acts of the 
Fifth General Council, as also do Cedrenus and Theo- 
phanes. The cause of this error was perhaps simply 
this, viz. that the acts of this Synod, and of a former 


* “ Fist. Liter.,” vol. i. p. 558. I have briefly referred to what Cave 
says already. 
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one, held in 586, and of a following Synod held a few 
years later, also under Mennas, were compiled together 
in the same codex with the acts of the Fifth General 
Council; and this seems to have been done goon after 
the time of the Fifth Council, because Evagrius himself 
wrote not more than forty years after the date of that 
Council. Many considerations, however, show that this 
_ Synod was certainly distinct from the Fifth Council. 
In this Synod nothing was considered but the Origenist 
cause. In the Fifth Council the cause of “‘the three 
chapters” and that alone was in discussion; nor was 
there even the slightest mention of Origen, or the Origenists, 
unless it was in the 11th Canon; nwch less was there any 
full consideration of that cause. Moreover, Evagrius him- 
self clearly recognizes the difference between these two 
Councils, especially in that place where he relates that 
Justinian consulted the Synod, who had met, on the 
Origenist controversy, laying before them a copy of his 
letter, of this same appeal (that is, the appeal presented 
to him by the monks of Jerusalem), and what he had 
written on these matters to Vigiius. This sufficiently 
proves that Vigilius had not yet come to Constantinople ; 
but he was there at the time of the Fifth Council, and 
had been there for some time previously. I know that 
Garnerius would have these words—ra pd¢ Sryiduov rept 
rovrwv—understood as if Hvagrius meant them to refer 
to the letter which Vigilius had written on these same 
concerns. But he produces no manuscript codex, nor 
any other foundation for his conjecture, except the 
corrupt version of Christophorson; so that one may 


- 
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well be astonished at this audacious correction coming 
from so candid and learned a person. But besides these, 
there are not wanting other arguments which show that 
this Synod differed toto ccelo from the Fifth Council. 
These may be seen in Valerius’ note on Evagrius, p. 111 
(who, be it observed, puts back this Synod to the year 
588), and in Garnerius, ‘ Dissert. de V. Synodo’ (pre- 
sertim prout ad caleem Liberati habetur) caps. 2 and 6. 
As to the true date of this Synod he argues carefully 
(Ibid., cap. 1). Now, this date depends on the time of the 
coming to Constantinople of these monks of Jerusalem, 
and Liberatus expressly says, cap. 28, that they did not 
come until after Zoilus was ordained to the see of Alex- 
andria, and he also asserts that Zoilus did not succeed 
to that see until the year 440. 

“Tt was then, I believe, in this Synod under Mennas 
that those fifteen Canons or anathemas were passed 
against Origen and the Origenist doctrines, which both 
in matter and in words so closely resemble the nine 
anathemas which Justinian had just before inserted into 
his edict against Origen. These Canons are given in 
Greek by Petrus Lambecius, a man of repute in the 
republic of letters, from an ancient codex of the Vindo- 
bonensian Library. Stephanus Baluzius gives them in 
Greek and in Latin (‘ Nov. Coll.,’ 1548), but in his title 
they are called ‘Canons of the Fifth Constantinopolitan 
Synod,’ but for no other reason, I suppose, than this, 
that the acts of this Synod had been compiled in the 
same synodal codex with the proceedings of the Fifth 
Council, for they often passed under the name of the 
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Fifth Council, as we have just shown. Certainly Photius, 
writing of the acts of the Fifth Synod, mentions certain 
things done at an earlier date in the matters of Zoaras 
and of Anthimus of Constantinople, and also other 
things that were done, which, nevertheless, were included 
under the same Synod.” 

The witness then of Cave goes to show :— 

(1) That Origen was not condemned at all by the 
Fifth Council, unless it were generally by the insertion 
of his name in the eleventh Canon. 

(2) That the ‘detailed proceedings” against him, 
which Dr. Pusey attributes to the Fifth Council, are 
clearly proved not to belong to that Council. 

(3) That the “nine specific anathemas,” by one of 
which a doctrine of Restitution was condemned, which 
also Dr. Pusey attributes to the Fifth Council, were not 
the Canons of that Council, or of any other council, but 
merely forms proposed by Justinian to the Home Synod. 

Another learned ecclesiastical historian, who has 
gone into this question much more elaborately and at 
length than Cave, and who arrives at the same conclu- 
sion as to the point now in dispute, is Garnerius. He 
writes in his “ Dissertatio de quinte Synodo,” cap. ii., 
Gallandius ‘‘ Bib. Vet. Patrum,” vol. xii., p. 168 :— 

“The memory of this Council (¢.e. the Home Synod 
of 543) has been obscure, because ever since the days of 
Evagrius, that is from the year 598, it has been confused 
with the Fifth Council, four councils having been col- 
lected into one codex, three of them local councils under 
Mennas, and one a general council under Eutychius ; to 

II. H 
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this whole collection was attached the name of the Fifth 
Synod.* ; 

‘* And this is not a groundless or rash conjecture, but 
a probable opinion, to which the three following con- 
siderations add some force :— 

“JT. Up to our own day, or at least up to the days of 
our parents, even that Synod against Anthimus, Severus, 
Petrus, and Zoaras, held under Mennas five years before 
the Fifth Synod, was inscribed with the name of that 
synod in the collections of Councils of Merlinus, Crabb, 
and Surius. 

“TI. Justinian’s ‘‘ profession of faith,” ¢.e. three of his 
edicts de fide collected into one, each edict relating to its 
corresponding Council, appears to have given occasion 
to the collating together also in one volume the three 
councils, as if they were so many foundations for Jus- 
tinian’s faith. 

‘TIT. On this hypothesis it is easy to understand and 
to reconcile all that ancient writers have said about the 
Fifth Synod, which otherwise are irreconcilable, or at 
least so perplexing that learned men have been unable 
to solve the difficulties except by asserting that the acts 
of the Fifth Synod were “mutilated and corrupted by 
the Origenists.” 

Further on in this careful and elaborate treatise 
Garnerius calls attention to the various and conflicting 
opinions which have from time to time been held as to the 
condemnation of Origen by the Fifth Council, or by some 
other. He says: t—‘‘ As to the condemnation of Origen 


* Vide Héfélé to this same effect, quoted at p. 103. f Ibid., cap. v. 


Three Questions suggested. 99 


by the Fifth Synod, the opinion of all writers is not one 
and the same. Some deny that he was condemned at all, 
as Halloixius. Some admit his condemnation. But. of 
those who admit his condemnation, some say he was 
condemned without any examination of his case; some 
say his case was examined. And these latter are divided 
into two opposite parties, some contending his case 
was heard before that of ‘the three chapters’ was settled, 
as Dissertator ; some contending that it was afterwards, 
as the illustrious De Marca. 

“From this conflict of opinions three questions arise: 
(1) ‘Was Origen really condemned by the Fifth Synod 
at all?’ (2) ‘Was there any examination of his case at 
that same Synod?’ (8) ‘At what time was the exami- 
nation made?’ This last will be easily answered when 
the two former are disposed of; and those two, though 
difficult to answer separately, are easily answered 
together.” After some further discussion he sums up 
his own conclusions upon the arguments of previous 
writers in these five propositions :— 


f. 


‘There was an examination into the case of Origen, 
Evagrius, and Didymus at some time. 


IT. 


* At that Council which we now call ‘the Fifth Synod,’ 
there was no examination of the case either of Origen, 
or Didymus, or Evagrius. 


100 The Conclusions of Garnerwus. 


III. 


‘At that Council which we now call ‘the Fifth Synod,’ 
Origen was by name condemned, nor is it to be said that 
his name was inserted by fraud into Canon xi. 


ee 


‘‘The case of Origen was examined at different patri- 
archal Synods; and the case of Evagrius and Didymus 
was examined by a Synod at Constantinople, under 
Mennas, and perhaps also by a Synod at Jerusalem 
under Peter. 


Ve 


‘In that which is called by the ancients ‘the Fifth 
Synod’ the case of Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius was 
examined and adjudicated upon.” 

Garnerius has already explained that ‘‘ that which is 
called by the ancients ‘the Fifth Synod,’” was in reality 
a series of Synods held at Constantinople, the records of 
which were all collected together under that general 
designation. 

Here, again, the testimony of this very learned and 
careful inquirer is directly adverse to Dr. Pusey’s main 
conclusion. Garnerius judges (as Cave does) that the 
Fifth Council had nothing to do with the “ detailed pro- 
ceedings” against Origen, Didymus, and Evagrius ; that 
the ‘ nine specific anathemas” were not passed by the 
Fifth Council, z.e. that the doctrine of Restitution was 
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not ‘“‘by itself condemned” by that General Council. 
He supports Dr. Pusey only in the opinion that Origen’s 
name is not interpolated in the eleventh Canon of the 
Fifth Council. 

I will add one more authority on the same side, the 
most eminent Roman Catholic historian of this age, with 
the exception perhaps of the venerable Dr. Déllinger, 
Bishop Héfélé. He writes* with reference to the Home 
Synod of 543 under Mennas. 

‘“‘To this Synod of Constantinople, of the year 548, the 
fifteen celebrated anathemas against fifteen propositions 
of Origen, certainly belong, which were discovered during 
the later years of the seventeenth century by the cele- _ 
brated Peter Lambeck, Librarian of Vienna, and which 
afterwards passed into all the collections of the Councils. 

‘‘ As these fifteen anathemas were, in the codex of 
Vienna, preceded by the words rwv ayiwv pée (i.e. 165) 
Tatépwv Tie év KwvoTtavtivouTéAE aylac TéumTnE cuvddou. 
kavévec, no difficulty was made in attributing them to 
the Fifth dicumenical Council, especially as according to 
the ancients this Council had, in fact, anathematized 
Origen. This is the opinion adopted by the Ballerini, 
whereas Cave (“Hist. Lit. ad ann.,” 541), Dupin 
(Nouv. Bib.,” t. v., p. 204; ed. Mons, 1691), Walch 
(‘‘ Ketzerhist.,” Bd. viii., s. 661, ff. 671, and Bd. viii., 
s. 281), and Dollinger (‘‘ Lehrbuch der Kirchengesh,” 
i., 156, 158), do not believe that they were the work of 
the Fifth Cd{cumenical Council, but attribute them to 


* “History of the Councils,” book iii., § 257. 
+ Hard., tom. iii., pp. 283 et seqg., Mansi, tom. ix., pp. 395 et seq. 
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the earlier Synod of Constantinople which was held under 
Mennas in 548. 

*“*Tt is no longer possible to arrive at complete cer- 
tainty on this question ; but at all events we consider 
that we have made the truth with regard to it clear by 
the following considerations :— 

‘“‘(a) It is true that several ancient historians have 
reported that the Fifth GAcumenical Council did condemn 
Origen. But, as we shall see further on in the history 
of the Fifth Gicumenical Council, this condemnation is 
to be understood in the sense that the Fifth Gicumenical 
Council included Origen among those on whom its 
eleventh anathema fell, and it is by no means probable 
that this Fifth Gicumenical Council occupied itself with 
Origen in particular, or pronounced against him the 
fifteen condemnations of which we are speaking. 

‘“*(b) He who would pretend that these fifteen ana- 
themas were really pronounced by the Fifth Gicumenical 
Council, has on his side (excepting the heading of the 
manuscript of Vienna) only the history of Hvagrwus. 

“The heading of the manuscript of Vienna has evi- 
dently no great weight of proof, and the testimony of 
Evagrius himself is far from being decisive. 

“To begin with, he confounds the first memorandum 
written against Origen by Sophronius and Gelasius, with 
the second composed by Hulogius and Konon, which has 
necessarily led him to place a little later the Home 
Synod which met on the occasion of the first memo- 
randum. He has, moreover, identified this Synod with 
the Fifth Gicumenical Council. He says of the latter, 
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‘it added to its letter to the Emperor some articles 
passing condemnation on the errors of Origen.’ 

‘“‘ He then gives one of these articles, the fifth, which 
is aS follows :— 

“* Theodore Askidas, of Cappadocia, said: since the 
apostles and martyrs already work so many miracles 
and enjoy so much honour, what can be their final 
recompense after the resurrection, if it does not consist 
in being like Christ?’ 

“This proposition is not to be found among the fifteen 
anathemas, there is not even anything that recalls it, 
which proves that the passage of EHvagrius has no 
feature in common with any of the fifteen anathemas; be- 
sides, he does not allude in any way to this number fifteen. 
This testimony of Hvagrius, as we shall see further on, 
may be utilized in another sense. This same historian 
speaks of the condemnation of Origen and his ‘ Prin- 
cipia,’ in connection with the letter of the Emperor 
Justinian to Mennas, Vigilius, and the other patriarchs. 
Valois also, in his notes on this passage of Hvagrius, 
has thought that Evagrius here had confounded the 
conclusions of the Synod of Constantinople held under 
Mennas (in 548, or else according to the opinion of 
Valois in 588), with those of the Fifth Gicumenical 
Council, and we are the more inclined to think him in 
the right, as other ancient documents, for example, the 
acts of the Synod of, Constantinople, which was held in 
536, have equally through error, been attributed to the 


Fifth Gicumenical Council.* 
* Vide Garnerius, who sustains this assertion as to the confusion of 
records by Evagrius and others, quoted p. 97. 
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*“‘(c) We have no certain proofs to demonstrate that 
the fifteen anathemas belong to the Synod of Constanti- 
nople of 548, but we have various indications which 
make us suppose so. 

‘“‘(1) It is beyond doubt, thanks to the testimony of 
Liberatus* and of Facundus,f both contemporaries, that 
the edict of the Emperor Justinian addressed to Mennas 
of Constantinople, Vigilius of Rome, Zorlus of Alex- 
andria, Ephrem of Antioch, and Peter of Jerusalem, was 
afterwards signed by those patriarchs as well as by 
those bishops who actually met at Constantinople under 
Mennas, that is to say, at the Home Synod demanded 
by the emperor, and that those bishops on this occasion 
anathematized Origen and his ‘Principia.’ F'acundus 
says in particular, that the condemnation of Origen took 
place on several occasions, that is to say, it took place 
at Rome, at Alexandria, etc., as well as at Constanti- 
nople. 

‘“*(2) While it is certain and entirely in conformity 
with the nature of the case, that the Home Synod, held 
with reference to Origen, did pronounce anathema upon 
the doctor of Alexandria, it is by no means proved that 
the Fifth Gicumenical Council was occupied in particular 
with Origen. The acts of the Synod say nothing of it, if 
we except one single passage (Canon xi.), of which the 
authenticity is questionable.{ Neither must we forget 
that the Popes Vigius and Pelagiws, who lived at this 


* “ Breviarium,” cap. 23, 1. ¢. 
t ‘“ Defens. trium capital.,” lib. i., cap. 2. 
t Walch “ Ketzerhist,” Bd. viii., s. 284. 


the Condemner of Origenism. 105 


epoch, and the Pope Gregory the Great, who livedsome 
time afterwards, have spoken in detail of the decisions 
taken by the Fifth Gicumenical Council without men- 
tioning in any way any decree launched by this assembly 
against Origen.* 

(3) It is not to be supposed that the Fifth Cicu- 
menical Council decreed the fifteen anathemas against 
Origen, considering that the celebrated Origenist, T'heo- 
dore Askidas, not only assisted at the Council, but even 
had very great influence in it—one might almost say, 
was the promoter of it. 

‘““(4) If we compare the fifteen anathemas against 
Origen with those which are to be found at the end of 
the letter of the Emperor to Mennas and the other 
patriarchs, we find a striking resemblance between these 
two series of anathemas, so much so that the fifteen 
anathemas appear to be only the final revision by 
the Home Synod of 543 of the ten anathemas of the 
emperor. 

(5) If we admit a priori that the Home Synod 
contented itself with signing the imperial edict and 
the anathemas attached to it, it is obviously difficult 

* Vide Mansi, vol. ix., pp. 58 et seq. ; pp. 33, ef seq. ; “ Gregor. Mag.,” 
lib. i., ep. 25; Walch, “ Ketzerhist.,” Bd. viii., s. 288. 

t These “ten anathemas” are commonly given in the emperor’s 
letter as nine in number (Vide Labbeus, Sac. Con., vol. v., pp. 635 
et seq.). ‘They are those “nine specific anathemas” which Nicephorus, 
“out of his own head,” as Huet says, assigned as the decrees of the fifth 
Synod, and which, on no better authority than the arbitrary and groundless 
assertion of this “very shallow and worthless ” writer, Dr. Pusey gravely 


puts before us as the voice of the Catholic Church and the final determina- 
tion of the Christian faith on the matter of everlasting punishment ! 
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to explain how it came also to enact the fifteen ana- 
themas; but we can very well conceive that the Synod 
may have wished to censure the errors of Origen in 
& more exact and complete manner. This is, more- 
over, what Hvagrius says, in whom we find important 
information with regard to the Home Synod, which has 
hitherto been too much neglected; for example, that 
it had pronounced by acclamation the condemnation 
of Origen and his partisans, and afterwards sent a 
synodal letter to the Emperor, of which Evagrius gives 
us three fragments. The first is a sort of introduction 
in which the Synod praises the Emperor. ‘As thou 
possessest a soul altogether on a level with the celestial 
hierarchy, O most Christian emperor.’ The second 
runs, ‘we therefore fly; yes, we fly from these ‘“‘ Prin- 
eipia’”’ of Origen, for we have no ears for the voice of 
a stranger, and we have bound him (Origen) like a 
malefactor and a thief, with the bonds of anathema, 
and chased him from the sanctuary.’ Finally, the 
third fragment runs, ‘thou wilt see what we have done 
by the written communication which we send thee. 

‘Tt is not then to be denied that the fifteen anathe- 
mas ought to have been given in the synodal letter of 
which Hvagrius here speaks, for these anathemas were 
the chief reason for the assembling of the Synod. 
Evagrius himself speaks of an ‘appendix’ containing 
the errors of the Origenists, and from which he extracts 
the heretical proposition of Theodore Askidas, of which 
we have already spoken, and which he gives as the 
fifth. We have already said that this proposition of 


ee ee Ae 


Hléfélé adverse to Dr. Pusey. 107 


Askidas was not among the fifteen anathemas, we 
‘may therefore be asked, how is this to be explained ? 
The answer is, that this proposition of Theodore Askidas 
is not an anathema; and moreover, seeing that the 
imperial edict, addressed to Mennas and the Synod, » 
consists of three parts—the letter properly so called, 
twenty-four citations taken from Origen, and ten ana- 
themas—it may be presumed that the answer of the 
Synod was also divided into three parts, that is to say, 
that it consisted of, first, the synodal letter; second, 
the citation from Origen and the Origenists, and in 
particular of Askidas, who had been expressly de- 
nounced by the monks of Palestine, and of whom it 
was the interest of the synod to speak, in order to 
weaken his influence at the court; and thirdly, the 
anathemas. By this supposition, and by the other 
explanations we have furnished, we think that we have 
overcome difficulties and represented things in their 
true light.” 

The witness, then, of Héfélé, one of the most learned 
historians now living, with all the means of information 
open to him which are open to Dr. Pusey, and a Roman 
Catholic Bishop, not therefore likely to think too little 
of Church authority; the witness of Héfélé is directly 
adverse to Dr. Pusey on every one of the main points 
now in question. 

(i.) Dr. Pusey says, “‘ there is no question” as to 
the authenticity of Canon xi. of the Fifth Council with 
Origen’s name in it. Héfélé says the authenticity of 
that Canon is in question. 
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(ii.) Dr. Pusey holds that the errors of Origen were 
in detail considered and condemned by the Fifth Council. | 
Heéfelé contends that there is no proof at all that this 
was so; but, per contra, an accumulation of evidence 
to show that it was not so. 

(iui.) Dr. Pusey (on the sole authority of the 
‘¢rumpery ” Nicephorus, and in the face of the plainest 
documentary and circumstantial evidence to the con- 
trary) attributes to the Fifth Council the ‘‘ nine anathe- 
mas,” one of which condemns the doctrine that future 
punishment will not be endless ; whereas Héfélé, simply 
in accordance with all existing evidence on the subject, 
except the random assertion of Nicephorus,* assigns 
these nine anathemas to that source, where, as a matter 
of fact, they are found, viz. Justinian’s letter to Mennas, 
wherein these proposed anathemas are suggested for the 
consideration of the Home Synod, which, as we know, 
did not pass them. 

There are yet three more authorities,—only one of 
whom, however, is at all approximate to Hefélé as an 
‘‘authority’’—whom it may be well here to cite, because 
they are the three writers from whom, as Dr. Pusey 
informs us, he has obtained the greater part of such 
evidence as he has adduced in support of his con- 
tention. 

Dr. Pusey tells us f that the fourteen ‘‘ authorities ” 


™* It is only fair to Nicephorus to remember that he merely professes 
to relate what he had “gathered” out of some anonymous “com- 
mentaries.” He does not at all vouch for the truth of what he relates. 

t “ What is of Faith,” etc., p. 144. 
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for his belief that Origen’s errors were condemned in 
detail by the Fifth Council were ‘‘ supplied ” to him by 
Cardinal Noris, Natalis Alexander, and Huet. Let us 
now inquire whether we cannot be ‘‘supplied” with 
something more in the way of evidence by one or other, 
or perhaps by all of these same writers. 


I. 


Cardinal Noris, in his endeavour to show that the 
errors of Origen were in detail considered and condemned 
by the Fifth Council, has to deal with this difficulty, viz. 
that since that Council was notoriously assembled mainly 
for the purpose of condemning ‘“‘the three chapters”’ 
(no other purpose at all being mentioned in Justinian’s 
edict summoning that Council), it is more than highly 
probable that this was the work which occupied the 
Council when it met; while on the other hand it is 
admitted, even by Noris and those who take his side, 
that Origen’s errors were considered and condemned 
before the decrees against “‘the three chapters,’ were 
passed. He is therefore driven to suppose that there 
were two hearings of the Origenist case at the same 
Council; that the Council, before it began its main 
business with ‘‘the three chapters,’ considered the 
alleged errors of Origen just sufficiently to justify them 
in condemning him in a general way in its eleventh 
Canon; that they then set to at their chief work and 
examined and anathematized ‘‘the three chapters,” 
and then that they went back again to Origen, and 
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entered upon those ‘‘ detailed proceedings,” which were 
supposed to have resulted in the “nine specific ana- 
themas,” upon one of which Dr. Pusey rests his case. 
“Two things,” says Noris,* ‘‘ we have here to show : 
that Origen was condemned by the Fifth Synod, and 
that this condemnation was prior to the condemnation of 
the three chapters.” He then says that ‘‘ The very 
learned De Marca differs from him, holding it to be 
‘‘ obvious (aperté ostendit) from the series of acts of the 
Council themselves,” that Origen’s cause was heard after 
that of ‘‘ the three chapters,’ whereas he (Noris) holds 
it to be ‘‘ beyond doubt’ from these same acts (ex actis | 
Synodi citra dubium) ft that it was heard before that of 
“the three chapters.” For, proceeds the Cardinal, 
“this Canon (the eleventh) was passed at the eighth 
session, held four days before the Nones of June. Now 
this was the last session held on the matter of ‘the 
three chapters ;’ it follows, therefore, that the case of 
Origen had been already considered, otherwise they 
would have condemned Origen before they had examined 
his errors, and if so he would have been most unjustly 
condemned, his case having never been tried.” The 
Cardinal then, being unable to conceive the possibility of 
a Synod condemning a man, or his writings, unheard, 
since that would be ‘‘ most unjust,” goes on to argue— 
and here he has plenty of testimony to support him—that 
the condemnation of Origen took place before that of 


* “Tissertatio Historica de Quinta Synodo,” cap. v. 

+ Most persons would probably agree that there must be some very 
considerable obscurity and confusion about records which can be referred 
to with equal confidence to support either of two contradictory hypotheses ! 
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‘‘the three chapters.” No doubt it did, but of this 
again presently. And then ‘‘after ‘the three chapters’ 
had been condemned,* the case of Origen was again 
resumed ; for although Origen’s case had been decided 
before that of ‘ the three Chapters,’ nevertheless the 
followers of Origen continued to stir the question.” And 
here follows the oft-told tale of the mission of Conon, and 
the complaints lodged against Didymus and Evagrius, 
with whom the name of Origen is joined. And thus we 
get the ‘‘ detailed proceedings”’ and the “ nine specific 
anathemas”’ assigned to the Fifth General Council. 

The a priori improbability of Noris’ hypothesis is 
obvious at a glance. The extreme uncertainty of the 
evidence on which it rests appears from the fact that 
it was precisely the same evidence which led De Marca 
to an exactly opposite conclusion. Nevertheless Noris is 
one of the three authorities + by whom Dr. Pusey says he 
has been ‘“‘ supplied” with facts and arguments to sup- 
port his contention. 

Moreover, I would observe that there is one sentence 
in the course of Noris’ long dissertation which is very 
suggestive, although Dr. Pusey has not quoted it. Noris 
says,t ‘‘ As on the one hand it is certain that Origen was 
condemned by the Fifth Synod, so on the other it 
appears to me uncertain at what time that condemnation 
occurred, whether in 552, under Mennas, or in the begin- 
ning of 553 under Hutychius!”’ 

We have already been reminded by Dr. Pusey that 


* “Dissert.,” cap. vii. { “ What is of Faith,” ete., p. 144. 
t “ Dissert.,”’ cap. vi. 
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before the Fifth Council met Mennas was dead ; there- 
fore of course the Council over which he presided in the 
year 552, or in any other year, was not the Fifth 
Council, but some previous Synod; yet here we find 
one of Dr. Pusey’s three great supporters saying that he 
is ‘‘ uncertain” whether the condemnation of Origen 
was by a Synod under Eutychius or under Mennas, in 
short that he is “‘ uncertain” as to the crucial point in 
question! And farther, is it not sufficiently plain from 
this same passage that Noris is dealing with conciliar 
records, which belong, not as he assumes to the Fifth 
Council only, but also to other previous councils ?— 
how otherwise do they record what was done “ under 
Mennas ”’ ?—and consequently that the conclusions to 
which this writer arrives are based upon documentary 
evidence, which is misleading, and are therefore un- 
worthy of credit. 

Here then, as:to Cardinal Noris, the first of these 
three writers, our inquiry for ‘‘something more in the 
way of evidence” certainly does not tend to increase 
the value which we feel justified in attaching to the 
opinion of the Cardinal on the question before us. 


i: 


Natalis Alexander,* contends as does Noris that 
Origen was condemned by the Fifth Synod; but he is 
directly at issue with Noris, (1) as to the time when 
Origen was condemned, and (2) as the awkward facts 


* *« Hist. Eccles. Sceculum Tertium,” vol. vi., dissert. xvi., § ii. 
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about the conciliar records, i.e. (a) that the acta of 
several councils collated in one have evidently been 
treated by Evagrius, and those who copy hin, as if they 
all belonged to the Fifth Synod, and (b) that the only 
genuine and undisputed acts of the Fifth Synod contain 
no reference whatever to any consideration of Origen’s 
doctrines, or any specific condemnation of any of his 
errors. As to (1) Noris says it is ‘‘ beyond doubt” that 
Origen was condemned before “the three chapters.” 
Natalis, following Evagrius, relates that ‘‘the matter 
of the three chapters was done with” * before the case 
of Origen was considered, and then as to (2) Noris 
repudiates utterly the notion that the Sixth and Seventh 
Councils, and those who refer to them, were led astray 
by corrupted and confused conciliar records. He relates 
how the Fathers at the Sixth Council discovered some 
falsification of the records of the Fifth Council and cor- 
rected them.f Natalis on the other hand, when trying to 
account for the fact that neither Victor of Tununum, nor 
Facundus make any mention of any condemnation of 
Origen by the Fifth Synod, writes thus, “‘He (i.e., 

Halloixius) urges that no condemnation of Origen exists 
in the acts of the Fifth Synod, and that Victor and 
Facundus, contemporary writers, do not relate any such 
thing. But this is a futile objection ; for the silence of 
Victor and Facundus cannot prevail against the positive 
testimony just alleged, and the suppression of the con- 
demnation of Origen in the acts of the Fifth Synod 
clearly shows that they were curtailed and mutilated!” 

* Thid.,-§ ii., sec. iii. + “ Dis. Hist. de V. Synodo,” cap. vi. 
I. I 
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So we have to remember that when we find any council, 
or fathers, or writers who, purporting to have seen the 
acts of the Fifth Synod, relate that Origen was con- 
demned by that Synod, we must not for a moment 
admit that they had fallen upon confused or corrupted 
records. But if we find any writers—though they may 
even be ‘‘ contemporary writers”? with some opportunity 
of knowing what they wrote about—who, in relating what 
the Fifth Synod did, say nothing at all about any con- 
demnation of Origen, then this ‘‘ suppression ” of what 
took place ‘‘ clearly shows” that these persons had got 
hold of records ‘‘ curtailed and mutilated.”  Natalis 
rests his case mainly on the testimony of the historian 
Evagrius, which has been already considered. He adds 
very little to the controversy by way of information or 
suggestion. 


III. 


The next and last of these three writers on whom Dr. 
Pusey relies is Bishop Huet, and from his learned and 
elaborate treatise on the matters of Origen, Dr. Pusey 
quotes the following passage.* 

“‘T own that I thought, what is commonly held and 
believed, that it was a fraudulent fiction of the Greeks, 
that Origen and the doctrine of Origen were condemned 
by the authority of the Council, and that perhaps it was 
fraudulently inserted into the history of Evagrius. My 
grounds for so thinking were chiefly these: that there is 
no condemnation of Origen in the acts of the Council, 

* «What is of Faith,” etc., pp. 148, 149. 
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or in Victor of Tununum, or Facundus, contemporaries 
and cognizant of the facts. But having weighed the 
matter more accurately, I am now not only persuaded 
that the cause of Origen and the Origenists were con- 
sidered in the Synod, and that he, with his followers and 
doctrine, were condemned and anathematized, but that 
whoever thinks otherwise has given too little attention to 
the subject or been too self-confident.” 

This passage shows that Huet went a long way in 
agreement with Dr. ‘Pusey. This great authority is 
unquestionably on Dr. Pusey’s side so far as this, (1) that 
Origen was condemned by the Fifth Synod, and not only 
that, but (2) that his doctrines were examined by that 
Synod, and some of them condemned. So far Huet 
goes with Dr. Pusey; but does he go any farther? Dr. 
Pusey does go farther, and indeed, to make good his 
-case, he is obliged to go farther. In order to prove that 
Universalism was condemned by the Fifth Council, it will 
not do to prove that Origen was condemned, nor even 
that his errors, as enumerated in the fifteen decrees 
sometimes ascribed to the Fifth Council, were condemned 
—for none of these decrees touch Universalism—it is 
necessary to show that certain other decrees, namely, 
those ‘‘nine specific anathemas” given by Nicephorus, 
were enacted by the Fifth Council. This, of course, is 
Dr. Pusey’s precise point, the very thing upon which his 
whole case, with regard to the Fifth Council, rests. If 
he cannot show that some specific condemnation of this 
particular doctrine was passed by the Fifth Synod, then 
his case completely breaks down. This also is the 
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precise point at which Huet parts company with Dr. 
Pusey, and entirely disagrees with him; and not only 
does he disagree, but he gives a very cogent reason for 
disagreement. * 

After referring to the account which Evagrius gives 
of the Fifth Synod, in which he relates that Origen and 
sundry of his followers and doctrines were considered 
and condemned, Huet proceeds thus :— 

‘“‘Habet heec eadem Nicephorus, sed nonnulla praeterea 
de suo adnectit velut agitata hee secunda sessione 
fuisse; adnectit et ipsos synodi anathematismos, quos 
ad verbum describere se affirmat, quique ii ipsi sunt, quos 
epistolee suc at Mennam jam ante Justinianus sub- 
texuerat, Horum fides sit penes Nicephorum, levissimum, 
ut jam ante monuimus, et futilem Greculum.”—‘“‘ Origen- 
ianorum,”’ lib. 1., cap. iv., sect. 8, par. 15. 

‘‘Nicephorus relates these same transactions, but he 
adds out of his own head some other things as having 
been done in the second session: he adds also the actual 
anathemas of the synod, which, indeed, are the very 
same that Justinian had lately appended to his letter to 
Mennas. For these we have only the authority of Nice- 
phorus, who was, as I have already warned you, a very 
shallow and trumpery Greek.” 

Here then we have the judgment of Dr. Pusey’s 
weightiest supporter upon the most crucial point in his 
ease. For believing that these ‘‘nine specific anathemas” 


* It is remarkable that Dr. Pusey has cited the great authority of 
Huet in support of his view, without giving us the least hint that on the 
very turning point of his case Huet not only does not support him, but 
entirely throws him over. 
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were enacted by the Fifth Council, we have, so Huet 
Judges, no authority whatever except that of one “‘ very 
shallow and trumpery’”’ writer, who has inserted them 
into his account of the Fifth Council ‘‘out of his own 
head”?! And let it be remembered that it is one of these 
nine anathemas which is the only decree purporting to 
come from any ancient council, general or local, in which 
the doctrine “that the punishment of the wicked will 
come to an end,” is even mentioned. 

And now to sum up what has been said. It has been 
shown— 

1. That, in no acts of the Fifth General Council is 
there any condemnation of Origen, or of any of his 
errors, except in the eleventh Canon, where his name is 
inserted among a list of heretics: but whether it was 
not fraudulently inserted is still a doubtful question. 
Héféelé, ‘‘ Hist. of Councils,” book iii., § 257; and Huet 
peOrig. 1b. is, capsiv;, § i. 

2. That, no historian except Evagrius (who was 
evidently misled by confused records) and those who 
follow him assign the ‘‘ detailed proceedings” against 
Origen, of which Dr. Pusey speaks, to the Fifth Council. 
Héféelé, Ibid., and Garnerius “‘ Dissert. de V. Synodo,”’ 
§ ii. 

3. That, there is no mention of Origen, or his errors, 
in the edict of Justinian which summoned the Fifth 
Council and set forth at length what matters it should 
consider. Mansi, vol. ix., 178 et seq. 

4. Whereas in Justinian’s letter to Mennas calling 
the Home Synod of 548, all these errors are stated 
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in detail, and the Synod asked to condemn them. 
Mansi vol. ix., 487 et seq. 

5. That, there is no mention of any such “ proceed- 
ings” against Origen in the decree of Pope Vigilius con- 
firming the acta of the Fifth Synod, although Vigilius 
discourses at length on what the Synod had done. 
Mansi, vol. ix., 414 et seg. Vide De Marca’s ‘ Disserta- 
tion ’’ on this decree. 

6. That, there is no mention of any such ‘ proceed- 
ings” in “the Roman copy” of the acta of the Fifth. 
Council, which copy Dr. Pusey asserts to be ‘‘ decisive” 
of what the Council really did. Mansi, vol. x., 1046 et seq. 

7. That, admitting that Origen’s doctrines were 
discussed and some of them condemned by the Fifth 
Synod (which can only be admitted argumentis causd, 
since it is not proved to be true) there is still no sort of 
evidence that the doctrine of the finality of future 
punishment was condemned, except the assertion of 
Nicephorus, who attributes to the Fifth Synod nine 
decrees, which no other historian attributes to that 
Synod, and which are well known to have originated 
elsewhere. Mansi, vol. ix., 584 et seq. Garnerius, “ Dis- 
sert. de V. Synodo.” Huet, ‘ Orig.,” lib i1., cap iv. 

8. In fine, that although there is ample evidence 
that Origen and many of his opinions were on several 
occasions condemned by local Synods, there is absolutely 
no reliable historical evidence that the doctrine of the 
finality of future punishment was ever condemned either 
by the Fifth General Council, or by any of the other 
councils, whose records have been confounded with it. 
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No one has ever pretended that any other General 
Council condemned this doctrine, although it is simple 
matter of history that the doctrine was rife throughout 
the period during which the first four General Councils 
were held, and that no one of them took any notice 
of it. 

I have now brought this historical inquiry, so far as 
I have been able to pursue it, to an end. I have 
endeavoured, as briefly as the lengthy materials to be 
dealt with would allow, to show that on strictly historical 
grounds Dr. Pusey’s position is untenable. But before 
I close this contribution to an unhappy but inevitable 
controversy, | would for a moment leave the field of mere 
. historical investigation and regard the question before 
us from higher ground. 

This question, whether the doctrine of never-ending 
sin and never-ending torments is true, or false, can not 
be decided on mere historical grounds. Whatever may 
have been the prevalent opinion in the Christian Church 
in early or in later ages; whatever may have been the 
teaching of this or that illustrious theologian in ancient 
days, or in our own day; whatever may have been the 
decrees of ancient councils, local or even general; what- 
ever may be the apparent, literal meaning of any text of 
Scripture ; whatever may have been the interpretation 
with more or less authority assigned to it; whatever 
may be the evidence which the most honest, laborious, 
and impartial historical inquiry may supply on any or 
all of these points, still there will remain one question 
to be asked of vastly greater importance than all these, 
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namely this, What is the moral aspect of this doctrine, 
which now claims to be de fide in the Christian Church ? 
Is it in keeping with the general scope and tenor of the . 
teaching of Christ and His apostles, or is it in violent 


contrast ? Isit in harmony with the revealed character 
of God? or is it painfully and shockingly discordant ? 
Is it agreeable with those great and unquestionably 
“everlasting” principles of justice, of mercy, and of 
love, which must ever be the discriminating and the 
final test of the truth or the falsehood of any doctrine 
which claims to be from God? or is it utterly and 
defiantly subversive of all those principles ? 

Let these questions be humbly and earnestly asked, 
let them be honestly and distinctly answered; we shall 
then have little need to rest upon mere historical 
evidence, although such evidence in abundance may be 
had, to convince us that this doctrine of an endless hell, 
of a God who either will not, or can not, cleanse and 
restore the fallen—a God who punishes not in loving 
mercy, but in relentless vengeance—has no right to a 
place in the creed of the Christian Church, no claim to 
acceptance by the intellects or the hearts of Christian 
men. 
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The Great Persian War 
from the Histories of Herodctus. 
New Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 

A Manual of Mythology 
in the form of Question and Answer 
New Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 
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COX (Rev. Sir'G. W.), Bart.— 


continued. 

An Introduction to the 
Science of Comparative My- 
thology and Folk-Lore. Large 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price gs. 


COX (Rev. Sir G. W.), Bart., 

M.A., and EUSTACE HIN- 
TON JONES. 
Popular Romances of the 
Middle Ages. Second Edition in 
one volume. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

COX (Rev. Samuel). 

ACommentary on the Book 
of Job. With a Translation. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price rss. 
Salvator Mundi; or, Is 
Christ the Saviour of all Men? Sixth 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 
The Genesis of Evil, and 
other Sermons, mainly Expository. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

CRAUFURD (A. H.). 

Seeking for Light : Sermons. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


CRAVEN (Mrs.). 


A Year’s Meditations. 
Crown 8yo. Cloth, price 6s. 


CRAWFURD (Oswald). 
Portugal, Old and New. 
With Illustrations and Maps. New 
and Cheaper Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 

CRESSWELL (Mrs. G.), 

The King’s Banner. Drama 
in Four Acts. Five Illustrations. 
4to. Cloth, price 1os. 64. 

CROZIER (John Beattie), M.B. 
The Religion of the Future, 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Cyclopedia of Common 
Things. Edited by the Rev. Sir 
GrorGE W. Cox, Bart., M.A. 
With soo Illustrations. Large post 
8vo: Cloth, price 7s. 62. 


DALTON (John Neale), M.A., 
R.N. 


Sevens to Naval Cadets. 
Preached on board H.M.S. ‘‘ Bri- 
tannia.” Second Edition. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6a. 


D’ANVERS (N. R.). 


Parted. <A Tale of Clouds 
and Sunshine. With 4 Illustrations. 
Extra Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


Little Minnie’s Troubles. 


An Every-day Chronicle. With Four _ 


Illustrations by W. H. Hughes. 
Feap. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
Pixie’s Adventures; or, the 


Tale of a Terrier. With 21 Illustra- 
tions. 16mo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 


Nanny’s Adventures; or, 
the Tale of a Goat. With 12 Illus- 
trations. 16mo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 


DAVIDSON (Rev. Samuel), D.D., - 
LL.D. ; x 


The New Testament, trans- 
lated from the Latest Greek 
Text of Tischendorf. A New and 
thoroughly Revised Edition. Post 
8vo. Cloth, price ros. 6d. 


Canon of the Bible: Its 


Formation, History, and Fluctua- 
tions. Third Edition, revised and 
enlarged. Small crown 8vo, Cloth, 
price 5s. 


DAVIES (G. Christopher). 
Rambles and Adventures 


ef Our School Field Club. With 


Four Illustrations. New and Cheaper 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
38. 6a. 


DAVIES (Rev. J. L.), M.A. 
Theology and Morality. 


Essays on Questions of Belief and 
Practice. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
7s. 6a. 


DAVIES (T. Hart.). 
Catullus. 
English Verse. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

DAWSON (George), M.A. 

The Authentic Gospel. A 


New Volume of Sermons. Edited 
by GrorceE St. Crarr. Crown 8yo. - 


Cloth, price 6s. 


Prayers, with a Discourse 
on Prayer. Edited by his Wife. 
Sixth Edition, Crown 8vo. Price 6s. 
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DAWSON (George), M.A.—cox- 
tinued. : 
Sermons on _ Disputed 

- Points and Special Occasions. 
Edited by his Wife. Third Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Sermons on Daily Life and 
Duty. Edited by his Wife. Third 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


DE L’HOSTE (Col. E. P.). 
The Desert Pastor, Jean 
Jarousséau. ‘Translated from the 
French of Eugéne Pelletan. With a 
Frontispiece. New Edition. Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


DE REDCLIFFE (Viscount 
Stratford), P.C., K.G., G.C.B. 
Why am I a Christian? 
Fifth Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 35. 

DESPREZ (Philip S.). 

Daniel and John; or, the 
. Apocalypse of the Old and that of 
the New Testament. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price r2s. 

DE TOCQUEVILLE (A.). 
Correspondence and Con- 
versations of, with Nassau Wil- 
liam Senior, from 1834 to 1859. 
Edited by M. C. M. Simpson. 2 
vols. Post 8vo. Cloth, price ars. 

DE VERE (Aubrey). 

Legends of the Saxon 
Saints. Small crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

Alexander the Great. A 
Dramatic Poem, Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 


The Infant Bridal, and 
other Poems. A New and En- 
larged Edition, Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 7s. 6d. 


The Legends of St. Patrick, 


and other Poems. Small crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


St. Thomas of Canterbury. 
A Dramatic Poem. Large fcap. 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 


Antar and Zara: an Eastern 
Romance. INIsFAIL, and _ other 
Poems, Meditative and Lyrical. 
Fcap. 8vo, Price 6s. 


DE VERE (Aubrey)— continued. 
The Fall of Rora, the 


Search after Proserpine, and 
other Poems, Meditative and Lyrical. 
Fcap. 8vo. Price 6s. 


DOBELL (Mrs. Horace). 
Ethelstone, Eveline, and 
other Poems. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s, 


DOBSON (Austin). 


Vignettes in Rhyme and 
Vers de Société. Third Edition. 
Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 
Proverbs in Porcelain. By 
the Author of “ Vignettes in Rhyme.” 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. 6s, 


Dorothy. A Country Story 
in Elegiac Verse. With Preface. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


DOWDEN (Edward), LL.D. 


Shakspere: a Critical Study 
of his Mind and Art. Fifth Edition 
Large post 8vo. Cloth, price ras. 
Studies in Literature, 1789- 
1877. Large post 8vo. Cloth, pricezzs. 


Poems. Second Edition. 
Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


DOWNTON (Rev. H.), M.A. 


Hymns and Verses. Ori- 
ginal and Translated. Small crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


DREWRY (G. O.), M.D. 


The Common-Sense 
Management of the Stomach. 
Fifth Edition. Fecap. 8vo, Cloth, 
price 2s. 6d. 


DREWRY (G. 0.), M.D., and 
BARTLETT (H. C.), Ph.D., 


Cup and Platter: or, Notes 
on Food and its Effects. New and 
cheaper Edition. Small 8vo. Cloth, 
price 1s. 6d. 


DRUMMOND (Miss). 
Tripps Buildings. A Study 


, from Life, with Frontispiece. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
A 2 
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DUFFIELD (A. J.). 


Don Quixote. His Critics 
and Commentators. With a Brief 
Account of the Minor Works of Mi- 
guel de Cervantes Saavedra, and a 
statement of the end and aim of the 
greatest of them all. A Handy Book 
for General Readers. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


DU MONCEL (Count). 
The Telephone, the Micro- 
‘phone, and the Phonograph. 
With 74 Illustrations. Small crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5S. 


DUTT (Toru). 
A Sheaf Gleaned in French 
Fields. New Edition, with Portrait. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 10s. 6¢. 


DU VERNOIS (Col. von Verdy). 
Studies in leading Troops. 
An authorized and accurate Trans- 
lation by Lieutenant H. 
Hildyard, 71st Foot. Parts I. and 
Il. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 


EDEN (Frederick). 
The Nile without a 
Dragoman. Second Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


EDGEWORTH (£. Y.). 
Mathematical Psychics: an 
Essay on the Application of Mathe- 
matics to Social Science. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


EDIS (Robert W.). 

Decoration and Furniture 
of Town Houses.: A series of 
Cantor Lectures delivered before the 
Society of Arts, 1880. Amplified 
and enlarged, with 29 full-page Illus- 
trations and numerous sketches. 
Second Edition. Square 8vo. Cloth, 
price 12s. 6d. 


EDMONDS (Herbert). 
Well Spent Lives: a Series 
of Modern Biographies. New and 


Cheaper Edition. Crown 8vo. Price 
38. 6d. 


.Educational Code of the 
Prussian Nation, in its Present 
Form. In accordance with the 
Decisions of the Common Provincial 
Law, and with those of Recent 
Legislation. Crown -8vo. Cloth, 
price 2s. 6d. 


THE EDUCATION LIBRARY 
(Edited by Philip Magnus). 
An Introduction to the 
History of Educational Theo- 
ries. By Oscar Brownine, M.A. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

ohn Amos Comenius: his 

Life and Educational Work. By 
Prof. S. S. Laurin, A.M. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 
Old Greek Education. By 
the Rev. Prof. MaAnarry, M.A. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 2 


EDWARDS (Rev. Basil). 
Minor Chords; or, Songs 
for the Suffering: a Volume of 
Verse. Feap. &vo. ‘Cloth, price 
35. 6d. $ paper, price 2s. 6d. 

ELLIOT (Lady Charlotte). 


Medusa and other Poems. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


ELLIOTT (Ebenezer), The Corn 
Law Rhymer. 
Poems. Edited by his Son, 
the Rev. Edwin Elliott, of St. John’s, 
Antigua. 2 vols. Crown 8vo. Cloth, — 
price 18s. . 


ELSDALE (Henry). 
Studies in Tennyson’s 
Idylls. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


ELYOT (Sir Thomas), 

The Boke named the Go- 
uernour. Edited from the First Edi- 
tion of 153r by Henry Herbert Ste- 
phen Croft, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
With Portraits of Sir Thomas and 
Lady Elyot, copied by permission of 
her Majesty from Holbein’s Original 
Drawings at Windsor Castle. 2 vols. 
fcap. 4to. Cloth, price sos. 


Epic of Hades (The). 
By the author of “Songs of Two 
Worlds.” Twelfth Edition. Feap. 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 
** Also an Illustrated Edition with 
seventeen full-page designs in photo- 
mezzotint by GEorGE R. CHAPMAN. 
4to. Cloth, extra gilt leaves, price 25s, 
and a Large Paper Edition, with 
portrait, price ros. 6d. 


EVANS (Anne). 
Poems and Music. With 
Memorial Preface by Ann Thackeray 
Ritchie. Large crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 7s. 6d. 
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EVANS (Mark). 


The Gospel of Home Life, 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 


The Story of our Father’s 
Love, told to Children. Fourth 
and Cheaper Edition. With Four 
Illustrations. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 1s. 6d. 

A Book of Common Prayer 
and Worship for Household 
Use, compiled exclusively from the 
Holy Scriptures. New and Cheaper 
Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price ts. 
The King’s Story Book. 
In three parts. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price ts. 6d. each. 

x Parts I. and II., with eight illus- 
trations and two Picture Maps, now 
ready. 

EX-CIVILIAN. 


Life in the Mofussil; or, 
Civilian Life in Lower Bengal. 2 
vols. Large post 8vo. Price 14s. 

FARQUHARSON (M.). 

I. Elsie Dinsmore. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

II. Elsie’s Girlhood. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

III. Elsie’s Holidays at 
Roselands. Crown 8vo, 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

FELKIN (H. M.). ; : 
Technical Education in a 
Saxon Town. Published for the 
City and Guilds of London Institute 
for the Advancement of Technical 
Education. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 
as. 

FIELD (Horace), B.A. Lond. 
The Ultimate Triumph of 
Christianity. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

FINN (the late James), M.R.A.S. 
Stirring Times; or, Records 


from Jerusalem Consular Chronicles 
of 1853 to 1856. Edited and Com- 


piled by his Widow. With a Preface 


by the Viscountess STRANGFORD. 

2vols. Demy 8vo. Price 30s. 
FLOREDICE (W. H.). 

A Month among the Mere 

Irish. Small crown 8yo. Cloth, 

price ss. 


Folkestone Ritual Case 
(The). The Argument, Proceedings 
Judgment, and Report, revised by 
the several Counsel engaged. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 25s. 


FORMBY (Rev. Henry). 
Ancient Rome and its Con- 
nection with the Christian Re- 
ligion: an Outline of the History of 
the City from its First Foundation 
down to the Erection of the Chair 
of St. Peter, A.D. 42-47. With 
numerous Illustrations of Ancient 
Monuments, Sculpture, and Coinage, 
and of the Antiquities of the Chris- 
tian Catacombs. Royal 4to. Cloth 
extra, price 50s. Roxburgh, half- 
morocco, price 52s. 6a. 

FOWLE (Rev. T. W.), M.A. 
The Reconciliation of Re- 
ligion and Science. Being Essays 
on Immortality, Inspiration, Mira- 
cles, and the Being of Christ. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price ros. 6d. 


The Divine Legation of 
Christ. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 


FRASER (Donald). 


Exchange Tables of Ster- 
ling and Indian Rupee Cur- 
rency, upon a new and extended sys- 
tem, embracing Values from One 
Farthing to One Hundred Thousand 
Pounds, and at Rates progressing, in 
Sixteenths of a Penny, from rs. 9d. te 
2s. 3a. per Rupee. Royal 8vo. 
Cloth, ‘price ros. 6d. 


FRISWELL (J. Hain). 


The Better Self. Essays for 
Home Life. Crown 8vo. Cloth, © 
price 6s. 


One of Two; or, A Left- 
Handed Bride. With a Frontis- 
piece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6a. 


GARDINER (Samuel R.) and J. 
BASS MULLINGER, M.A. 
_Introduction to the Study 
of English History. Large crown 

8vo. Cloth, price gs. 


GARDNER (J.), M.D. 
Longevity: The Means of 
Prolonging Life after Middle 
Age. Fourth Edition, Revised and 
Enlarged. Smallcrown8vo. Cloth, 
price 4s. 
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GARRETT (E.). 
By Still Waters. A Story 
for Quiet Hours. With Seven Illus- 
trations. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


GEBLER (Karl Von). 
Galileo Galilei and the 
Roman Curia, from Authentic 
Sources. Translated with the sanc- 
tion of the Author, by Mrs. GEorGE 
STURGE, Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 12s. 


GEDDES (James). 
History of the Administra- 
tion of John de Witt, Grand Pen- 
_ sionary of Holland. Vol. I. 1623— 
1654. Demy 8vo., with Portrait. 
Cloth, price 155. 


GENNA (E.). 
Irresponsible Philanthro- 
pists. Being some Chapters on the 
Employment of Gentlewomen. Small 
crown 8yo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


GEORGE (Henry). 
Progress and Poverty. An 
Inquiry into the Cause of Industrial 
Depressions and of Increase of Want 
with Increase of Wealth. The Re- 
medy. Post 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


GILBERT (Mrs.). 
Autobiography and other 
Memorials. Edited by Josiah 
Gilbert. Third Edition. With Por- 
trait and several Wood Engravings. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


GLOVER (F.), M.A. 
Exempla Latina. A First 
Construing Book with Short Notes, 
Lexicon, and an Introduction to the 
Analysis of Sentences. Fcap. 8vo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 


GODWIN (William). 
William Godwin: His 
Friends and Contemporaries. 
With Portraits and Facsimiles of the 
handwriting of Godwin and his Wife. 

y C. Kegan Paul. 2 vols. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 28s. : 


The Genius of Christianity 
Unveiled. Being Essays never 
before published. Edited, with a 
Preface, by C. Kegan Paul. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


GOETZE (Capt. A. von). 
Operations of the German 
Engineers during the War of 
1870-1871. Published by Authority, 
and in accordance with Official Docu- 


ments. Translated from the German 
by Colonel G, Graham, V.C., C.B 


R.E. With 6 large Maps. Demy 


8vo. Cloth, price ars. 


GOLDSMID (Sir Francis Henry). 
Memoir of. With Portrait. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


GOODENOUGH (Conroe 
G.), R.N., C.B., C.M.G. 
Memoir of, with Extractsfrom 
his Letters and Journals. Edited by 
his Widow. With Steel Engraved 
Portrait. Square 8vo. Cloth, 5s. 

* * Also a Library Edition with 
Maps, Woodcuts, and Steel En- 
graved Portrait. Square post 8vo. 
Cloth, price r4s. 


GOSSE (Edmund W.). 
Studies in the Literature of 
Northern Europe. Witha Frontis- 
piece designed and etched by Alma 
Tadema. Large post 8vo. Cloth, 
price 12s. 


New Poems. 
Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


GOULD (Rev. S. Baring), M.A. 
Germany, Present and Past. 
New and Cheaper Edition. Large 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d@. 


The Vicar of Morwenstow: 
a Memoir of the Rev. R. S. Hawker. 
With Portrait. Third Edition, re- 
vised. Square post 8vo. Cloth, ros. 6d. 


GRAHAM (William), M.A. 
The Creed of Science: Re- 
ligious, Moral, and Social. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price ras. ? 

GRIFFITH (Thomas), A.M. 
The Gospel of the Divine 
Life. A Study of the Fourth Evan- 
gelist. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 14s. 


GRIMLEY (Rev. H. N.), M.A. 
Tremadoc Sermons, chiefly 
on the SPIRITUAL Bopy, the UNSEEN 
Wor LD, and the DivINE HuMANITY. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


Crown 8vo. 
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GRUNER (M. L.). 
Studies of Blast Furnace 
Phenomena. Translated by L. D. 
B. Gordon, F.R.S.E., F.G.S. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6a. 

GURNEY (Rev. Archer). 
Words of Faith and Cheer. 
A Mission of Instruction and Sugges- 
tion. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Gwen: A Drama in Mono- 
logue. By the Author of the “‘ Epic 
of Hades.” Third Edition. Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 

HAECKEL (Prof. Ernst). 

The History of Creation. 
Translation revised by Professor E. 
Ray Lankester, M.A., F.R.S. With 

Coloured Plates and Genealogical 
Trees of the various groups of both 
plants and animals. 2 vols. Second 
Edition. Post 8vo. Cloth, price 32s. 


The History of the Evolu- 
tion of Man. With numerous II- 
lustrations. 2 vols. Large post 8vo. 
Cloth, price 32s. 
Freedom in Science and 
Teaching. From the German of 
Ernst Haeckel, with a Prefatory 
Note by T. H. Huxley, F.R.S. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 
HALF-CROWN SERIES. 
Sister Dora: a Biography. 
By Margaret Lonsdale. 
True Words for Brave Men. 
A Book for Soldiers and Sailors. By 
the late Charles Kingsley. 
An Inland Voyage. ByR. 
L. Stevenson. 
Travels with a Donkey. By 
R. L. Stevenson. 
A Nook in the Apennines. 
By Leader Scott. 
Notes of Travel. Being 
Extracts from the Journals of Count 
Von Moltke. 
Letters from Russia. By 
Count Von Moltke. 
English Sonnets. Collected 
and Arranged by J. Dennis. 
Lyrics of Love from Shake- 
speare to Tennyson. Selected 
and Arranged by W. D. Adams. 


London Lyrics. By Frede- 


rick Locker. 


HALF-CROWN SERIES—con- 
tinued. 
Home Songs for Quiet 


Hours. By the Rey. Canon R. H. 
Baynes. 


Halleck’s International 
Law; or, Rules Regulating the 
Intercourse of States in Peace and 
War. A New Edition, revised, with 
Notes and Cases. By Sir Sherston 
Baker, Bart. 2 vols. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 38s. 

HARDY (Thomas). 

A Pair of Blue Eyes. New 
Edition. With Frontispiece. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 

The Return of the Native. 
New Edition. With Frontispiece. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 

HARRISON (Lieut.-Col. R.). 
The Officer’s Memoran- 
dum Book for Peace and War. 
Third Edition. Oblong 32mo. roan, 
with pencil, price 3s. 6d. 

HARTINGTON (The Right Hon. 
the Marquis of), M.P. 
Election Speeches in 1879 
and 1880. With Address to the 
Electors of North-East Lancashire. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

HAWETIS (Rev. H: R.), M.A. 
Arrows in the Air. Crown 
8vo. Fourth and Cheaper Edition, 
Cloth, price ss. 

Current Coin. Materialism— 
The Devil—Crime—Drunkenness— 
Pauperism—Emotion—Recreation— 
The Sabbath. Fourth and Cheaper 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 


BS: 
Speech in Season. Fifth 
and Cheaper Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 

Thoughts for the Times. 
Twelfth and Cheaper Edition. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 
Unsectarian Family 
Prayers. New and Cheaper Edition, 
Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 1s. 6d. 


HAWKER (Robert Stephen). 
The Poetical Works of. 
Now first collected and arranged 
with a prefatory notice by J. G. 
Godwin. With Portrait. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 12s. 


14 A List of 


HAWKINS (Edwards Comer- 
ford). 


Spirit and Form. Sermons 
reached in the parish church of 
Pastherkent Crown 8yo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


HAYES (A. H.). 
New Colorado and the 
Santa Fé Trail. With map and 
60 Illustrations. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price gs. 


HEIDENHAIN (Rudolf), M.D. 
Animal Magnetism. Physi- 
ological Observations. Translated 
from the Fourth German Edition, 
by L. C. Wooldridge. With a Pre- 
face by G. R, Romanes, F.R.S. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


HELLON (H. G.). 
Dapbnis. A Pastoral Poem, 


Small crown 8vo. Cloth. 


HELLWALD (Baron F. von). 
The Russians in Central 


Asia. A Critical Examination, 


down to the present time, of the 
Geography and History of Central 
Asia. Translated by Lieut.-Col. 
Theodore Wirgman, LL.B. Large 
post 8vo. With Map. Cloth, 
price 125. 


HELVIG (Major H.). 
The Operations of the Ba- 
varian Army Corps. Translated 
by Captain G. S. Schwabe. With 
Five large Maps. Inzvols. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 24s. 


Tactical Examples: Vol. I. 
The Battalion, pricer5s. Vol. II. The 
Regiment and Brigade, price ros. 6d. 
Translated from the German by Col. 
Sir Lumley Graham. With numerous 
Diagrams. Demy 8yo. Cloth. 


HERFORD (Brooke). 
The Story of Religion in 
England. A Book for Young Folk. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


HICKEY (E. H.). 

A. Sculptor and _ other 
Poems. Small crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 5s. 


HINTON (James). 

Life and Letters of. Edited 
by Ellice Hopkins, with an Introduc- 
tion by Sir W. W. Gull, Bart., and 
Portrait engraved on Steel by C. H. 
Jeens. Fourth Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, 8s. 6d. 

Chapters on the Art of 
Thinking, and other Essays. 
With an Introduction by Shadworth 
Hodgson. Edited by C. H. Hinton. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 8s. 6d. 


The Place ofthe Physician. © 


To which is added Essays ON THE 
Law oF HumMAN LIFE, AND ON THE 
RELATION BETWEEN ORGANIC AND 
INORGANIC WorRLps. Second Edi- 
tion. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
Physiology for Practical 
Use. By various Writers. With so 
Illustrations. Third.and cheaper edi- 
tion. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


An Atlas of Diseases of the 
Membrana Tympani. With De- 
scriptive Text. Post 8vo. Price £66s. 
The Questions of Aural 
Surgery. With Illustrations. 2 vols. 
Post 8vo. Cloth, price 12s. 6d. 

The Mystery of Pain. 
New Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth 
limp, rs. 

HOCKLEY (W. B.). 


Tales of the Zenana; or,. 


A Nuwab’s Leisure Hours. By the 
Author of “‘ Pandurang Hari.” With 
a Preface by Lord Stanley of Alder- 
ley. 2 vols. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 21s. 

Pandurang Hari; or, Me- 
moirs of a Hindoo.. A Tale of 
Mahratta Life sixty yearsago. With 
a Preface by Sir H. Bartle E. 
Frere, G.C.S.1., &c. New and 
Cheaper Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

HOFFBAUER (Capt.). 

The German Artillery in 
the Battles near Metz. Based 
on the official reports of the German 
Artillery. Translated by Capt. E. 
O. Hollist. With Map and Plans. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price ats. 


HOLMES (E. G. A.) - 
Poems. First and Second Se- 
nies. Fcap.8vo. Cloth, pricess.each. 
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HOOPER (Mary). 
Little Dinners: How to 
Serve them with Elegance and 
Economy. Thirteenth Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price gs. 
Cookery for Invalids, Per- 
sons of Delicate Digestion, and 
Children. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
3s. 6d. 
Every-Day Meals. Being 
Economical and Wholesome Recipes 
for Breakfast, Luncheon, and Sup- 
per. Second Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price ss. 


HOOPER (Mrs. G.). 
The House of Raby. With 


a Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
Price 3s. 6a. 

HORNER (The Misses). 
Walks in Florence. A New 
and thoroughly Revised Edition. 2 
vols. Crown 8vo. Cloth limp. With 
Illustrations. 

Vol. I.—Churches, Streets, and 
Palaces. tos.6d. Vol. I1.—Public 
Galleries and Museums. 5s. 


Household Readings on 
Prophecy. By a Layman. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

HUGHES (Henry). 

The Redemption of the 
World. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
38. 6d. 

HULL (Edmund C. P.). 

The European in India. 
Witha Mepicat GuiDE FoR ANGLO- 
Inpians. By R. R. S. Mair, M.D., 
F.R.C.S.E. Third Edition, Revised 
and Corrected. Post 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

HUTCHISON (Lieut.-Col. F. J.), 
and Capt.G. H. MACGREGOR, 
Military Sketching and Re- 
connaissance. With Fifteen Plates. 
Second edition. Small 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

The first Volume of Military Hand- 
books forRegimental Officers. Edited 
by Lieut.-Col.C, B. BRACKENBURY, 
R.A., A.A.G. 

HUTTON (Arthur), M.A. 

The Anglican Ministry. Its 
Nature and Value in relation to the 
Catholic Priesthood. With a Pre- 
face by his Eminence Cardinal New- 
man. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 145, 


INCHBOLD (J. W.). 
Annus Amoris., Sonnets, 
Feap. 8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 


INGELOW (Jean). 
Off the Skelligs. A Novel. 
With Frontispiece.. Second Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. . 
The Little Wonder-horn. 
A Second Series of ‘‘ Stories Told to 
aChild.” With Fifteen Illustrations. 
Small 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


International Scientific 
Series (The). . Each book- 


complete in one Volume. Crown 8vo. 
Eloth, price 5s. each, excepting 
those marked otherwise. 


I. Forms of Water: A Fami- 
liar Exposition of the Origin and 
Phenomena of Glaciers. By J. 
Tyndall, LL.D., F.R.S. ‘With 25 
Illustrations. Eighth Edition. 


II. Physics and Politics ; or, 
Thoughts on the Application of the 
Principles of ‘‘ Natural Selection” 
and ‘‘ Inheritance” to Political So 
ciety. By Walter Bagehot. Fifth 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 


III. Foods. By Edward Smith, 
M.D., &c. With numerous IIlus- 
trations. Seventh Edition, 


IV. Mind and Body: The Theo- 
ries of their Relation. By Alexander 
Bain, LL.D. With Four Illustra- 
tions. Tenth Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 4s. 


V. The Study of Sociology. 
By Herbert Spencer. Tenth Edition. 


VI. On the Conservation of 
Energy. By Balfour Stewart, 
LL.D., &c. With r4 Illustrations. 
Fifth Edition. 


VII. Animal Locomotion; or, 
Walking, Swimming, and Flying, 
By J. B. Pettigrew, M.D.; &c. With 
130 Illustrations. Second Edition. 


VIII. Responsibility in Mental 
Disease. By Henry Maudsley, 
M.D. Third Edition. 


IX. The New Chemistry. By 
Professor J. P. Cooke. With 3x Illus- 
trations. Fifth Edition. 


X. The Science of Law. By 
Prof. Sheldon Amos. Fourth Edition. 
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International Scientific 


Series (The)—continued. 


XI. Animal Mechanism. A 
Treatise on Terrestrial and Aerial 


Locomotion. By Prof. E. J. Marey.: 


With x17 Illustrations. Second 
Edition. ; 


XII. The Doctrine of Descent 
and Darwinism. By Prof. Osca 
Schmidt. With 26 Illustrations. 
Fourth Edition. 


XIII. The History of the Con- 
flict between Religion and Sci- 
ence. By J. W. Draper, M.D., 
LL.D. Fifteenth Edition. 


XIV. Fungi; their Nature, In- 
fluences, Uses, &c. By M. C. 
Cooke, LL.D. Edited by the Rev. 
M. J. Berkeley, F.L.S. With nume- 
rous Illustrations. Second Edition. 


XV. The Chemical Effects of 
Light and Photography. By Dr, 
Hermann Vogel. With 100 IIlustra- 
tions. Third and Revised Edition. 
XVI. The Life and Growth of 
Language. By Prof. William 
Dwight Whitney. ‘Third Edition. 
XVII. Money and the Mecha- 
nism of Exchange. By W. Stan- 
ley Jevons, F.R.S. Fourth Edition, 
XVIII. The Nature of Light: 


With a General.Account of Physical 
Optics. By Dr. Eugene Lommel. 


~ With 188 Illustrations and a table of 


Spectra in Chromo -lithography. 
Third Edition. 

XIX. Animal Parasites and 
Messmates. By M. Van Beneden. 
With 83 Illustrations. Second Edi- 
tion. 

XX. Fermentation. By Prof. 
Schiitzenberger. With 28 Illustra- 
tions. Third Edition. 

XXI. The Five Senses of Man. 
By Prof. Bernstein. With or Illus- 
trations. Second Edition. 


XXII. The Theory of Sound in 
its Relation to Music. By Prof. 
Pietro Blaserna. With numerous 
Lilustrations. Second Edition. 
XXIII. Studies in Spectrum 
Analysis. By J. Norman Lockyer. 
F.R.S. With six photographic I- 
lustrations of Spectra, and numerous 
engravings om wood. Crown 8vo. 
Second Edition. 6s, 6d. 


A List of 


International Scientific 
Series ( The)—continued. 


XXIV. A History of the Growth 
of the Steam Engine. By Prof. 
k. H. Thurston. With numerous 
Illustrations. Second Edition. 6s.6d. 


XXV. Education as a Science. 
By Alexander Bain, LL.D. Third 
Edition. 


XXVI. The Human Species. 
By Prof. A. de Quatrefages. Third 
Edition. 


XXVII. Modern Chromatics. 
With Applications to Art and Indus- 
try, by Ogden N. Rood. With 130 
original Illustrations. Second Edi- 
tion. 


XXVIII. The Crayfish: an Intro- 
duction to the Study of Zoology. By 
Prof. T. H. Huxley. With eighty- 
two Ilustrations. ‘Third edition. 


XXIX. The Brain as an Organ 
of Mind. By H. Charlton Bastian, 
M.D. With numerous Illustrations. 
Second Edition. 

XXX. The Atomic Theory. By 
Prof. Ad. Wurtz. Translated by 
E. Clemin-Shaw. Second Edition. 
XXXI. The Natural Conditions 
of Existence as they affect Ani- 
mal Life. By KarlSemper. Second 
Edition. 

XXXII. General Physiology of 
Muscles and Nerves. By Prof. 
J. Rosenthal. With Illustrations. 
Second Edition. 

XXXIII. Sight: an Exposition 
of the Principles of Monocular 
and Binocular Vision. By Joseph 
Le Conte, LL.D... With 132 illustra- 
tions. 

XXXIV. Illusions: A _ Psycho- 
logical Study. By James Sully. 
XXXV. Volcanoes: What they 
are and What they Teach. By 
Prof. J. W. Judd, F.R.S. With 92 
Tllustrations on Wood, 
XXXVI. Suicide. An Essay in 
Comparative Mythology. By Prof. 
E. MorseEtt.l, with Diagrams, 
XXXVII. The -Brain and its 
Functions, By J. Luys. With 
numerous illustrations. 


| JENKINS (E.) and RAYMOND 


The Architect’s Legal 
Handbook. Third Edition Re- 
vised. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 
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JENKINS (Rev. R. C.), M.A. 
The Privilege of Peter and 
the Claims of the Roman Church 
confronted with the Scriptures, the 
Councils, and the Testimony of the 
Popes themselves. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


JENNINGS (Mrs. Vaughan). 
Rahel: Her Life and Let- 
ters. With a Portrait from the 
Painting by Daffinger. Square post 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


JOEL (L,). 

A Consul’s Manual and 
Shipowner’s and Shipmaster’s Prac- 
tical Guide in their Transactions 
Abroad. With Definitions of Nauti- 
cal, Mercantile, and Legal Terms; 
a Glossary of Mercantile Terms in 
English, French, German, Italian, 
and Spanish. Tables of the Money, 
Weights, and Measures of the Prin- 
cipal Commercial Nations and their 
Equivalents in British Standards ; 

and Forms of Consular and Notarial 
Acts. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 12s. 


JOHNSON (Virginia W.). 
The Catskill Fairies. I[llus- 
trated by Alfred Fredericks, Cloth, 
price 5s. 

JOHNSTONE (C. F.), M.A. 
Historical Abstracts. Being 
Outlines of the History of some of 


the less-known States of Europe. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


JONES (Lucy). 
Puddings and Sweets, Being 
Three Hundred and Sixty-Five 
Receipts approved by Experience. 
Crown 8vo., price 2s. 6d. 


JOYCE (P. W.), LL.D., &c. 
Old Celtic Romances. 
Translated from the Gaelic by. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


KAUFMANN (Rev. M.), B.A. 
Utopias; or, Schemes of 
Social Improvement, from Sir 
Thomas More to Karl Marx. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


Socialism: Its Nature, its 
Dangers, and its Remedies con- 
sidered. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s.6d. 


KAY (Joseph), M. A., Q.Cc. 
Free Trade in Land. 
Edited by his Widow. With Preface 
by the Right Hon. John Bright, 
M.P. Sixth Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 


KEMPIS (Thomas 4). 
Of the Imitation of Christ. 
Parchment Library Edition, price 
6s.; vellum, price 7s. 6d. 
* ce A Cabinet Edition is also pub- 
lished at 1s. 6d. and a Miniature 
Edition at 1s. These may also be 
had in various extra bindings. 


KENT (Carolo). 
Corona Catholica ad Petri 
successoris Pedes Oblata. De 
Summi Pontificis Leonis XIII. As- 
sumptione Epiggramma. In Quin- 
quaginta Linguis. Fcap. 4to. Cloth, 
price 15S. 

KER (David). 
The Boy Slave in Bokhara, 
A Tale of Central Asia. With Illustra- 
tions. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
The Wild Horseman of 
the Pampas. Illustrated. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


KERNER (Dr. A.), Professor of 
Botany in the University of 
Innsbruck. 

Flowers and their Unbidden 
Guests. Translation edited by W. 
OcteE, M.A., M.D., and a prefatory 
letter by C. Darwin, F.R.S. With II- 
lustrations. Sq.8vo. Cloth, price gs. 

KIDD (Joseph), M.D. 

The Laws of Therapeutics, 
or, the Science and Art of Medicine. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 

KINAHAN (G. Henry),M.R.1.A., 

&c., of her Majesty’s Geological 
Survey. 
Manual of the Geology of 
Ireland. With 8 Plates, 26 Wood- 
cuts, and a Map of Ireland, geologi- 
cally coloured. Square 8v0. Cloth, 
price 15s. 

KING (Mrs. Hamilton). 

The Disciples. Fourth Edi- 
tion, with Portrait and Notes. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 
Aspromonte, and _ other 
Poems. Second Edition. Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 
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KINGSFORD (Anna), M.D. 
The Perfect Way in Diet. 
A Treatise advocating a Return to 
the Natural and Ancient Food of 

Race. Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 

25. “ 


KINGSLEY (Charles), M.A. 
Letters and Memories of 
his Life. Edited by his Wire. 
With 2 Steel engraved Portraits and 
numerous Illustrations on Wood, and 
a Facsimile ef his Handwriting. 
Thirteenth Edition. 2vols. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 36s. 

*,* Also the eleventh Cabinet 
Edition in 2 vols. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 12s. 

All Saints’ Day and other 
Sermons. Second Edition. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, 7s. 6d. 

True Words for Brave 
Men: a Book for Soldiers’ and 
Sailors’ Libraries. Eighth Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


KNIGHT (Professor W.). 
Studies in Philosophy and 
Literature. Large post 8vo. Cloth, 
price 7s. 6d. 


KNOX (Alexander A.). 
The New Playground: or, 
Wanderings in Algeria. Large 
crown 8yo,. Cloth, price 10s. 6d. 


LAMONT (Martha MacDonald). 
The Gladiator: A Life under 
the Roman Empire in the beginning 
of the Third Century. With four 
Illustrations by H. M. Paget. Extra 
fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


LANG (A.). 

XXXII Ballades in Blue 
China. Elzevir. 8vo. Parchment, 
price 5s. 

LAYMANN (Capt.). 

The Frontal Attack of 
Infantry. Translated by Colonel 
Edward Newdigate. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 

LEANDER (Richard). 
Fantastic Stories. Trans- 
lated from the German by Paulina 
B. Granville. With Eight full-page 
Illustrations by M. E. Fraser-Tytler. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


LEE (Rev. F. G.), D.C.L. 
The Other World; or, 
Glimpses of the Supernatural. 2 vols. 
A New Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 155. 


LEE (Holme). 


Her Title of Honour. A 
Book for Girls. New Edition. With 


_a Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. 
price 5s. 


LEWIS (Edward Dillon). 
A Draft Code of Criminal 


Law and Procedure. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price ars. 


LEWIS (Mary A.). 
A Rat with Three Tales. 
New and cheaper edition. With 
Four Illustrations by Catherine F. 
Frere. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


LINDSAY(W. Lauder), M.D., &c. 
Mind in the Lower Animals 
in Health and Disease. 2 vols. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 32s. 


LOCKER (F.). 
London Lyrics. A Newand 


Revised Edition, with Additions and 
a Portrait of the Author. Crown 8vo. 


Cloth, 


Cloth, elegant, price 6s. Also a 

Cheap Edition, price 2s. 6d. 
LOKI. 

The New Werther. Small 


crown 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


LORIMER (Peter), D.D. 
John Knox and the Church 
of England: His Work in her Pulpit, 
and his Influence upon her Liturgy, 


Articles, and Parties. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 12s. 
John Wiclif and_ his 


English Precursors, by Gerhard 
Victor Lechler. Translated from 
the German, with additional Notes. 
New and Cheaper Edition. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price ros. 6d. 


Love Sonnets of Proteus. 
With frontispiece by the Author, 
Elzevir 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


Lowder (Charles) : a Biogra- 
phy. By the author of ‘St. Teresa.” 
Large crown 8vo. With Portrait. 
Cloth, price 7s, 6d. 
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LOWNDES (Henry). . 
Poems and Translations. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. : 


LUMSDEN (Lieut.-Col. H. W.). 
Beowulf. An Old English 
Poem. Translated into modern 
rhymes. Smali crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 5s. 


MAC CLINTOCK (L.). : 
Sir Spangle and the Dingy 
Hen. Illustrated. Square crown 
8vo., price 2s. 6d. 


MACDONALD (G.). 

Malcolm, With Portrait ot 
the Author engraved on Steel. Fourth 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Price 6s. 
The Marquis of Lossie. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo, Cloth, 
price 6s. 

St. George and St. Michael. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 6s. 


MACKENNA (S. J.). 

Plucky Fellows. A Book 
for Boys. With Six Illustrations. 
Fourth Edition. Crown 8vo, Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 

At School with an Old 
Dragoon. With Six Illustrations. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 55. 

MACLACHLAN (Mrs.). 
Notes and Extracts on 
Everlasting Punishment and 
Eternal Life, according to 


Literal Interpretation. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d, 


MACLEAN (Charles Donald). 
Latin and Greek Verse 


Translations. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 


MACNAUGHT (Rev. John). 
Coena Domini: An Essay 
on the Lord’s Supper, its Primi- 
tive Institution, Apostolic Uses, 
and Subsequent History. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price x4s. 

MAGNUS (Mrs.). 

About the Jews since Bible 
Times. From the Babylonian exile 
till the English Exodus. Small 
crown 8yo. Cloth, price 6s. 


MAGNUSSON (Hirikr), M.A., 
and PALMER(E.H.), M.A. 
Johan Ludvig Runeberg’s 
Lyrical Songs, Idylls and Epi- 
grams. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


MAIR (R. S.), M.D., F.R.C.S.E. 
The Medical Guide for 
Anglo-Indians. Being a Compen- ~ 
dium of Advice to Europeans in 
India, relating to the Preservation 
and Regulation of Health. With a 
Supplement on the Management of 
Children in India. Second Edition, 
Crown 8vo. Limp cloth, price 3s. 6d, 


MALDEN (H. E. and E. E.) 
Princes and Princesses. 


Illustrated. Small crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 2s. 6d. 


MANNING (His Eminence Car- 
dinal). 
The True Story of the 
Vatican Council. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 

MARKHAM (Capt. Albert Hast- 

ings), R.N. 

The Great Frozen Sea. A 
Personal Narrative of the Voyage of 
the *‘ Alert” during the Arctic Ex- 
pedition of 1875-6. With six full- 
page Illustrations, two Maps, and 
twenty-seven Woodcuts. Fourth 
and cheaper edition. Crown 8vyo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 
A Polar Reconnaissance: 
being the Voyage of the ‘‘Isbjorn” 
to Novaya Zemlya in 1879. With 
xo Illustrations. Demy 8vo. .Cloth, 
price 16s. 


Marriage and Maternity; or, 
Scripture Wives and Mothers. 
Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 

MARTINEAU (Gertrude). 
Outline Lessons on 
Morals. Small crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


Master Bobby: a Tale. By 
the Author of ‘‘ Christina North.” 
With Illustrations by E. H. Bett. 
Extra fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 3s5.6d. 

MASTERMAN (jJ.). 
Half-a-dozen Daughters. 


With a Frontispiece. Crown 8vo, 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
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McGRATH (Terence). 


Pictures from Ireland. New 
and cheaper edition. Crown 8vo. 


Cloth, price 2s. 
MEREDITH (George). 
The Egoist. A Comedyin Nar- 


rative, 3 vols. Crown 8ve. Cloth. 
** Also a Cheaper Edition, with 


Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, . 


price 6s. 


The Ordeal of Richard Fe- 
verel. A History of Father and Son. 
In one vol. with Frontispiece. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


MEREDITH (Owen) [the Earl 
of Lytton]. _ 
Lucile. With 160 Illustra- 


tions. Crown 4to. cloth extra, gilt 
leaves, price ats. 


MERRITT (Henry). 


Art-Criticism and Ro- 
mance. With Recollections, and 
Twenty-three Illustrations in eaz- 
forte, by Anna Lea Merritt. Two 
vols. Large post 8vo. Cloth, 25s. 


MIDDLETON (The Lady). 


Ballads. Square 16mo, Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


MILLER (Edward). 


The History and Doctrines 
of Irvingism; or, the so-called Ca- 
tholic and Apostolic Church. 2 vols. 
Large post 8vo. Cloth, price 255. 


The Church in Relation to 
the State. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
7s. Od. 


MILNE (James). 
Tables of Exchange for the 


Conversion of Sterling Money into 
Indian and* Ceylon Currency, at 
Rates from 1s. 8d. to 2s. 3d. per 
Rupee. Second Edition. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price £2 2s. 


MOCKLER (E.). 


A Grammar of the Baloo- 
chee Language, as it is spoken in 
Makran (Ancient Gedrosia), in the 
Persia-Arabic and Roman characters. 
Feap. 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


MOFFAT (Robert Scott). 


The Economy of Consump- 
tion; an Omitted Chapter in Political 
Economy, with special reference to 
the Questions of Commercial Crises 
and the Policy of Trades Unions; ~ 
and with Reviews of the Theories of 
Adam Smith, Ricardo, J. S. Mill, 
Fawcett, &c. Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price 18s. 

The Principles of a Time 
Policy: being an Exposition of a 
Method of Settling Disputes between 
Employers and Employed in regard 
to Time and Wages, byasimple Pro- 
cess of Mercantile Barter, without 
recourse to Strikes or Locks-out. 
Demy 8voe. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

MORELL (J. R.). 

Euclid Simplified in Me- 
thod and Language. Being a 
Manual of Geometry. Compiled from 
the most important French Works, 
approved by the University of Paris 
and the Minister of Public Instruc- 
tion. Fcap.8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


MORSE (E. S.), Ph.D. 
First Book of Zoology. 
With numerous Illustrations. New 
and cheaper edition. Crown. $vo. 
Cloth, price 2s, 6d. 

MORSHEAD (E. D. A.) 
The House of Atreus. 
Being the Agamemnon Libation- 
Bearers and Furies of A’schylus 
Translated into English Verse. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 


MUNRO (Major-Gen. Sir Tho- 

mas),, K.C.B., . Governors ot 
Madras. 
Selections from His 
Minutes, and other Official Writings. 
Edited, with an Introductory Me- 
moir, by Sir Alexander Arbuthnot, 
K.C.S.1., C.1.E. Two vols. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 30s. 

NAAKE (J. T.). 

Slavonic Fairy Tales. 
From Russian, Servian, Polish, and 
Bohemian Sources. With Four I]lus- 
trations. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 

NELSON (J. H.). 
A Prospectus of the Scien- 
tific Study of the Hindad Law. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price gs. 


C. Kegan Paul & Co.'s Publications. 21 


NEWMAN (J. H.), D.D. 


Characteristics from the 
Writings of. Being Selections 
from his various Works. Arranged 
with the Author’s personal approval. 
_ Third Edition. With Portrait. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 
*,* A Portrait of the Rev. Dr. J. H. 
Newman, mounted for framing, can 
be had, price 2s. 6d. 


NICHOLAS (Thomas), Ph.D., 
The Pedigree ofthe English 


People: an Argument, Historical 
and Scientific, on the Formation and 
Growth of the Nation, tracing Race- 
admixture in Britain from the earliest 
times, with especial reference to the 
incorporation of the Celtic Abori- 
gines. Fifth Edition. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 16s. 


NICHOLSON (Edward Byron). 
The Christ Child, and other 


Poems. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
4s. 6a. 


The Rights of an Animal, 
Crown 8ve. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


The Gospel according to 
the Hebrews. Its Fragments trans- 
lated and annotated, with a critical 
Analysis of the External and Internal 
Evidence relating toit. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price gs. 6d. 


A New Commentary on 
the Gospel according to Mat- 
thew. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price res. 


NICOLS (Arthur), F.G.S., 
F.R.G.S 


. 


Chapters from the Physical 
History of the Earth. An Introduc- 
tion to Geology and Palzontology, 
with numerous illustrations. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


NOAKE (Major R. Compton). 


The Bivouac; or, Martial 
Lyrist, with an Appendix—Advice to 
the Soldier. Fcap. 8vo. Price gs. 6d. 


NOEL (The Hon. Roden). 
A Little Child’s Monument. 


Third Edition. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 35. 6d. 


NORMAN PEOPLE (The). 
The Norman People, and 
their Existing Descendants in the 

ritish Dominions and the United 
States of America. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price ars. 


NORRIS (Rev. Alfred). 
The Inner and Outer Life 
Poems. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Notes on Cavalry Tactics, 
Organization, &c. By a Cavalry 
Officer. With Diagrams. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 12s. 


Nuces: Exercises on the 
Syntax of the Public School 
Latin Primer. New Edition in 
Three Parts. Crown 8vo. Each ts. 

* * The Three Parts can also be 
had bound together in cloth, price 3s. 


OATES (Frank), F.R.G.S. 
Matabele Land and the 
Victoria Falls: A Naturalist’s 
Wanderings in the Interior of 
South Africa. Edited by C. G. 
Oates, B.A., with numerous illus- 
trations and four maps. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price ars. 


O’BRIEN (Charlotte G.). 
Light and Shade. 2 vols. 


Crown 8vo. Cloth, gilt tops, price 
I2S. 


Ode of Life (The). 
Third Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 5s. 


OF THE IMITATION OF 
CHRIST. Four Books. Cabinet 
Edition, price rs. and ts. 6d@., cloth; 
Miniature Edition, price 1s. 

*.* Also in various bindings. 


O’HAGAN (John). 
The Song of Roland. Trans- 
lated into English Verse. Large 
post 8vo, Parchment antique, price 
tos. 6d. 


O’MEARA (Kathleen). 
Frederic Ozanam, Professor 
of the Sorbonne; His Life and 
Works. Second Edition. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 

Henri Perreyve and His 
Counsels to the Sick. Small 
crown 8yo. Cloth, price ss. 
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OTTLEY (Henry Bickersteth). 
The Great Dilemma: Christ 
His own Witness or His own 
Accuser, Six Lectures. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


Our Public Schools. Eton, 
Harrow, Winchester, Rugby, West- 
minster, Marlborough, The Charter- 
house. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


OWEN (F. M.). 
John Keats, <A Study. 


Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


OWEN (Rev. Robert), B.D. 

Sanctorale Catholicum ; or 
Book of Saints. With Notes, Criti- 
cal, Exegetical, and Historical. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 18s. 
An Essay on the Commu- 
nion of Saints. Including an 
Examination of the ‘‘ Cultus Sanc- 
torum.” Price 2s, 


PALGRAVE (W. Gifford). 
Hermann Agha; An Eastern 
Narrative. ‘Third and Cheaper Edi- 
tion. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


PANDURANG HARI; 
Or, Memoirs of a Hindoo. 
With an Intreductory Preface by Sir 
H. Bartle E. Frere, G.C.S.1., C.B. 
Crown 8vo. Price 6s. 


PARCHMENT LIBRARY 
(The). 
Choicely printed on hand-made 
paper, limp parchment antique, price 
6s. each ; vellum, price 7s. 6a. each. 
Edgar Allan Poe’s Poems. 
With an Essay on his Poetry by 
ANDREW LANG and a frontispiece 
by Linley Sambourne. 
Shakspere’s Sonnets. 
Edited by Edward Dowden. With 
a Frontispiece, etched by Leopold 
Lowenstam, after the Death Mask. 
English Odes. Selected by 
Edmund W. Gosse. With Frontis- 
piece on India paper by Hamo 
Thornycroft, A.R.A. 
OF THE IMITATION 
OF CHRIST. Four Books. A 
revised Translation. With Frontis- 


piece on India paper, from a Design 
by W. B. Richmond. 


PARCHMENT LIBRARY (The) 
— continued. ; 
Tennyson’s The Princess: 
a Medley. With a Miniature Fron- 
tispiece by H. M. Paget, and a Tail- 
piece in Outline by Gordon Browne. 


Poems: Selected from Percy 
Bysshe Shelley. Dedicated to Lady 
Shelley. With Preface by Richard 
Garnet, and a Miniature Frontis- 
piece. 


Tennyson’s “In Memo- 
riam.’’ With a Miniature Portrait 
in eau forte by Le Rat, after a 
Photograph by the late Mrs. Came- 
ron. 


PARKER (Joseph), D.D. 
The Paraclete: An Essay 
on the Personality and Ministry of 
the Holy Ghost, with some reference 
to current discussions. Second Edi- 
tion. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 12s. 


PARR (Capt. H. Hallam). 
A Sketch of the Kafir and 
Zulu Wars: Guadana to Isand- 
hlwana, with Maps. Small crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


The Dress, Horses, and 
Equipment of Infantry and Staff 


Officers. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 1s. 
PARSLOE (Joseph). 


Our Railways: Sketches, 
Historical and Descriptive. With 
Practical Information as to Fares, 
Rates, &c., and a Chapter on Rail- 
way Reform. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


PATTISON (Mrs. Mark). 
The Renaissance of Art in 
France. 
Engravings. 2 vols. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 32s. 


PAUL (C. Kegan). 
Mary Wollstonecraft. 
Letters to Imlay. With Prefatory 
Memoir by, and Two Portraits ix 
eau forte, by Anna Lea Merritt. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Goethe’s Faust. A New 


Translation in Rime. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 


With Nineteen Steel 
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PAUL (C. Kegan)—conitznued. 
William Godwin: His 
Friends and Contemporaries. 
With Portraits and Facsimiles of the 
Handwriting of Godwin and his 
Wife. 2 vols. Square post 8vo. 
Cloth, price 28s. 

The Genius of Christianity 

- Unveiled. Being Essays by William 
Godwin never before published. 
Edited, with a Preface, by C. 
Kegan Paul. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 7s. 6d. 


PAUL (Margaret Agnes). 


Gentle and Simple: A Story. 
2zvols. Crown8vo. Cloth, gilt tops, 
price 12s. 

* * Also a Cheaper Edition in one 
vol. with Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 

PAYNE (John). 
Songs of Life and Death. 


Crown 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


PAYNE (Prof. J. F.). 
Frobel and the Kindergar- 


ten System. Second Edition. 


A Visit to German Schools: 
Elementary Schools in Ger- 
many. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
48. 6d. 
PELLETAN (E.). 

The Desert Pastor, Jean 
Jarousseau. Translated from the 
French. By Colonel E. P. De 
L’Hoste. Witha Frontispiece. New 
Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 
38. 6d. 


PENNELL (H. Choimendeley). 
Pegasus Resaddled. By 
‘the Author of ‘‘ Puck on Pegasus,” 
&c. &c. With Ten Full-page Illus- 
trations by George Du Maurier. 
Second Edition. Fcap. 4to. Cloth 
_elegant, price 12s. 6d, 


PENRICE (Maj. J.), B.A. 
A Dictionary and Glossary 
ofthe Ko-ran. With copious Gram- 
matical References and Explanations 
of the Text. 4to. Cloth, price ars. 


PESCHEL (Dr. Oscar). 
The Races of Man and 


their Geographical Distribution. 
Large crown 8vo. Cloth, price gs. 


—— 


PETERS (F. H.). 
The Nicomachean Ethics 


of Aristotle. Translated by. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


PFEIFFER (Emily). 
Under the Aspens. Lyrical 
and Dramatic. Crown 8vo. With 
Portrait. Cloth, price 6s. 
Quarterman’s Grace, and 
other Poems. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 55. 
Glan Alarch: His Silence 
and Song. A Poem. Second 
Edition. Crown 8vo. price 6s. 
Gerard’s Monument, and 
other Poems. Second Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 
Poems. Second Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Sonnets and Songs. New 
Edition. 16mo, handsomely printed 
and bound in cloth, gilt edges, price 
5S. 


PIKE (Warburton). . 
The Inferno of Dante Ali- 
ghieri. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


PINCHES (Thomas), M.A. 
Samuel Wilberforce: Faith 
—Service—Recompense. Three 
Sermons. Witha Portrait of Bishop 
Wilberforce (after a Photograph by 
Charles Watkins). Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 4s. 6d. 


PLAYFAIR (Lieut.-Col.), Her 

Britannic Majesty’s Consul-General 
in Algiers. 
Travels in the Footsteps of 
Bruce in Algeria and Tunis. 
Iilustrated by facsimiles of Bruce’s ; 
original Drawings, Photographs, 
Maps, &c. Royal 4to. Cloth, 
bevelled boards, gilt leaves, price 
43 35- 


POLLOCK (Frederick). 
Spinoza. His Life and Phi- 
losophy. Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price 16s. 


POLLOCK (W. H.). 
Lectures on French Poets. 


Delivered at the Royal Institution. 
Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 
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POOR (Laura E.). 


Sanskrit and its kindred 
-Literatures. Studies in Compara- 
tive Mythology. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 


POUSHKIN (A. S.). 


Russian Romance. 
Translated from the Tales of Belkin, 
&c. By Mrs. J. Buchan Telfer (xée 
Mouravieff). Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


PRESBYTER. 


Unfoldings of Christian 
Hope. An Essay showing that the 
Doctrine contained in the Damna- 
tory Clauses of the Creed commonly 
called Athanasian is unscriptural. 
Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 


PRICE (Prof. Bonamy). 


Currency and Banking. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Chapters on Practical Poli- 
tical Economy. Being the Sub- 
stance of Lectures delivered before 
the University of Oxford. Large 
post 8vo. Cloth, price 12s. 


Proteus and Amadeus. A 
Correspondence. Edited by Aubrey 
DeVere. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLBOY. 


The Volunteer, the Militia- 
man, and the Regular Soldier. 
’ Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


PULPIT COMMENTARY (The). 


Edited by the Rev. J. S. ExELi and 
the Rev. Canon H. D. M. Spence. 


Genesis. By Rev. T. White- 
law, M.A.; with Homilies by the 
Very Rev. J. F. Montgomery, D.D., 
Rev. Prof. R. A. Redford, M.A., 
LL.B., Rev. F. Hastings, Rev. W. 
Roberts, M.A. An Introduction to 
the Study of the Old Testament by 
the Rev. Canon Farrar, D.D., 

F.R.S. ; and Introductions to the 
Pentateuch by the Right Rev. H. 
Cotterill, D.D., and Rev. T. White- 
law, M. "A. Fifth Edition. Price 
I5s. 


PULPIT COMMENTARY (The) 


—continued. 


Numbers. By the Rey. R. 
Winterbotham,LL:B. With Homilies 
by the Rey. Prof. W. Binnie, D.D., 
Rey. E.'S. ‘Prout, (McA, Reva: 
Young, Rev. J. Waite, and an In- 
troduction by the Rev. Thomas 
Whitelaw, M.A. Third Edition. 
Price 155. 

Joshua. By the Rev. J. J. 
Lias, M.A. With Homilies by the 
Reve Soph. ednidae, LL.B., Rev. 
R. wired Rev. de Pressensé, 
DD Rev.2) J. Waive, Revanim Wc 
Adeney, and an Introduction by the 
Rey. A. Plummer, M.A. Third 
Edition. Price 12s. 6d. 

Judges and Ruth. By Right 
Rev. Lord A. C. Hervey, D.D., and 
Rev. J. Morrison, D.D. With Ho- 
milies by Rev. A. F. Muir, M.A. ; 
Rev. W. F. Adeney, M.A.; Rev. 
W. M. Statham ; and Rev. Prof. J. 
R. Thomson, M.A. Third Edition. 
Cloth, price 15s. 

1 Samuel. By the Very Rev. 
R. P. Smith, D.D. With Homilies 
by the Rev. Donald Fraser, D.D., 
Rev. Prof. Chapman, and Rev. B. 
Dale. Fourth Edition. Price 15s. 
1 Kings. By the Rev. Joseph 
Hammond, LL.B. With Homilies 


by the Rev. E. de Pressensé, D.D.,. 


Rev. J. Waite, B.A., Rev. A. Row- 
land, LL.B., Rev. J. A. Macdonald, 
and Rey. J. Urquhart. 

Ezra, Nehemiab,. and 
Esther. By Rev. Canon G. Rawlin- 
son, M.A.; with Homilies by Rev. 
Prof. J. R. Thomson, M.A., Rev. 
Prof. R. A. Redford, LL.B., M.A., 
Rev. W. S. Lewis, M.A., Rev. J. A. 
Macdonald, Rev. A. Mackennal, 
B.A., Rev. W. Clarkson, B.A., Rev. 
F. Hastings, Rev. W. Dinwiddie, 
LL.B., Rev. Prof. Rowlands, B.A., 
Rev. G. Wood, B.A., Rev. Prof. P. 
C. Barker, LL.B., M.A., and Rev. 


J. S. Exell. Fifth Edition. Price 


12s. 6d. 


Punjaub (The) and North 
Western Frontier of India. By an 
old Punjaubee. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 5s. 

Rabbi Jeshua. An Eastern 
Story. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
35. 6a. 
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RADCLIFFE (Frank R. ¥)s 
The New Politicus. Small 


crown 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


RAVENSHAW (John Henry), 
Gaur: Its Ruins and In- 
scriptions. Edited with consider- 
able additions and alterations by his 
Widow. With forty-four photo- 
graphic illustrations and twenty-five 
fac-similes of mec hana uper 
royal 4to. Cloth, 34. 13s. 6d. 


READ (Carveth). 
On the Theory of Logic: 


An Essay. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


Realities of the Future Life. 


Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
Is. 6a. 


REANEY (Mrs. G. S.). 
Blessing and Blessed; a 
Sketch of Girl Life. New and 
cheaper Edition. With a frontis- 
piece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
Waking and Working; or, 
from Girlhood to Womanhood. 
New and cheaper edition. With a 
Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 

Rose Gurney’s Discovery. 
A Book for Girls, dedicated to their 
Mothers. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
3s. 6d. 

English Girls: their Place 
and Power. With a Preface by 
R. W. Dale, M.A., of Birmingham. 
Third Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 2s. 6d. 

Just Anyone, and other 
Stories. Three Illustrations. Royal 
r6mo. Cloth, price rs. 6d. 


Sunshine Jenny and other 
_ Stories. Three Illustrations. Royal 

xr6mo. Cloth, price 1s. 6d. 

Sunbeam Willie, and other 


Stories. Three [lustrations. Royal 
z6mo. Cloth, price 1s. 6d, 


RENDALL (J. M.). 
Concise Handbook of the 
Island of Madeira. With plan of 
Funchal and map ofthe Island. Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, price rs. 6d. 


REYNOLDS (Rev. J. W.). 


The Supernatural in Na- 
ture. A Verification by Free Use of 
Science. Second Edition, revised 
and enlarged. Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price 14s. 

Mystery of Miracles, The. 
By the Author of ‘‘ The Supernatural 
in Nature.” New and Enlarged 
Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
6s. 


RHOADES (James). 


The Georgics of Virgil. 
Translated into English Verse. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


RIBOT (Prof. Th.). 


English Psychology. Se- 
cond Edition. A Revised and Cor- 
rected Translation from the latest 
French Edition. Large post 8vo. 
Cloth, price gs. 

Heredity : A Psychological 
Study on its Phenomena, its Laws, 


its Causes, and its Consequences, 
Large crown 8vo. Cloth, price gs. 


RINK (Chevalier Dr. Henry). 


Greenland : Its People and 
its Products. By the Chevalier 
Dr. Henry RINK, President of the 
Greenland Board of Trade. With 
sixteen Illustrations, drawn by the 
Eskimo, and a Map. Edited by Dr. 
ROBERT Brown, Crown 8vo. Price 
tos. 6a. 


ROBERTSON (The Late Rev. 


- W.), M.A., of Brighton. 
The Human Race, and 
other Sermons preached at Cheltew= 
ham, Oxford, and Brighton. Second 
Edition. Large post 8vo. Cloth, 
price 7s. 

Notes on Genesis. New 
and cheaper Edition. Crown 8vo., 
Price 3s. 6d. 

Sermons. Four Series. Small 
crown vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. each. 


Expository Lectures on 
St. Paul’s Epistles to the Co- 
rinthians. A New Edition. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


Lectures and Addresses, 


with other literary remains. A New 
Edition. Crown 8vo, Cloth, price 5s, 
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ROBERTSON (The Late Rev. 
F. W.), M.A., of Brighton—con- 
tinued. 


An Analysis of Mr. Tenny- 
son’s §‘In Memoriam.’’ (Dedi- 
cated by Permission to the Poet- 
Laureate.) Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 
The Education of the 
Human Race. Translated from 
the German of Gotthold Ephraim 
Lessing. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 
as. 6d. 
Life and Letters. Edited by 
the Rev. Stopford Brooke, M.A., 
Chaplain in Ordinary to the Queen. 
I. 2 vols., uniform with the Ser- 
mons. With Steel Portrait. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 
II. Library Edition, in Demy 8vo., 
with Portrait. Cloth, price 12s. 
III. A Popular Edition, in one vol. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 

The above Works can also be had 
half-bound in morocco. 
*,* A Portrait of the late Rev. F. W. 
Robertson, mounted for framing, can 
be had, price 2s. 6d. 


ROBINSON (A. Mary F.). 

A Handful of MHoney- 
suckle. Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 
38. 6d. 

The Crowned Hippolytus. 
Translated from Kuripides. With 
New Poems. Small crown 8vo, 

. Cloth, price 5s. 

RODWELL (G. F.), F.R.A.S., 
F.C.S. 


Etna: a History of the 
Mountain and its Eruptions. 
With Maps and Illustrations, Square 
8vo. Cloth, price gs. 
ROLLESTON (T. W. H.), B.A. 
The Encheiridion of Epic- 
tetus. Translated from the Greek, 
with a Preface and Notes, Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


ROSS (Mrs. E.), (‘‘ Nelsie Brook”). 
Daddy’s Pet. <A _ Sketch 
from Humble Life. With Six Illus: 
trations. Royal 16mo. Cloth, price rs. 

SADLER (S. W.), R.N. 

The African Cruiser. <A 
Midshipman’s Adventures on the 
West Coast. With Three Illustra- 
tions. Second Edition. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


SALTS (Rev. Alfred), LL.D. 
Godparents at Confirma- 
tion. With a Preface by the Bishop 
of Manchester. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, limp, price 2s. 


SALVATOR (Archduke Ludwig). 
Levkosia, the Capital of 


Cyprus. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
tos. 6d, 


SAMUEL (Sydney Montagu). 
Jewish Life in the East. 
Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


SAUNDERS (John). 
Israel Mort, Overman: A 
Story of the Mine. Cr. 8vo. Price 6s. 


Hirell. With Frontispiece. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


Abel Drake’s Wife. With 


Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


SAYCE (Rev. Archibald Henry). 
Introduction to the Science 
of Language. ‘Two vols., large post 
8vo. Cloth, price 25s. 


SCHELL (Maj. von). 

The Operations of the 
First Army under Gen. von 
Goeben. Translated by Col. C. H. 
von Wright. Four Maps. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price gs. 

The Operations of the 
First Army under Gen. von 
Steinmetz. Translated by Captain 
E. O. Hollist. Demy 8vo: Cloth, 
price ros. 6d. 


SCHELLENDORF (Maj.-Gen. 
B. von). 
The Duties of the General 
Staff. Translated from the German 
by Lieutenant Hare. Vol. I. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, ros. 6d. 


SCHERFF (Maj. W. von). 
Studies in the New In- 
fantry Tactics. Parts I. and II. 
Translated from the German by 
Colonel Lumley Graham. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


Scientific Layman. The New 
Truth and the Old Faith: are they 
Incompatible? Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price ros. 6d. 
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SCOONES (W. Baptiste). , 

- Four Centuries of English 
Letters. A Selection of 350 Letters 
by 150 Writers from the period of the 
Paston Letters to the Present Time. 
Edited and arranged by. Second 
Edition. Large crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 9s. ~ 


SCOTT (Leader). 

A Nook in the Apennines: 
A Summer beneath the Chestnuts. 
With Frontispiece, and 27 Illustra- 
tions in’ the Text, chiefly from 
Original Sketches. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 7s. 6d. Also a Cheap 
Edition, price 2s, 6d. 


SCOTT (Robert H.). 
Weather Charts and Storm 
Warnings. Illustrated: SecondEdi- 
tion. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


Seeking his Fortune, and 
other Stories. With Four Illustra- 
tions. New and cheaper Edition, 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


SENIOR (N. W.). 
Alexis De Tocqueville. 
Correspondence and Conversations 
with Nassau W. Senior, from 1833 to 
1859. Edited by M. C. M. Simpson. 
2vols. Large post 8vo. Cloth, price 21s. 


Seven Autumn Leaves from 
Fairyland. Illustrated with Nine 
Etchings. Square crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


SHADWELL (Maj.-Gen.), C.B. 
Mountain Warfare.  Illus- 
trated by the Campaign of 1799 in 
Switzerland. Being a Translation 
of the Swiss Narrative compiled from 
the Works of the Archduke Charles, 
Jomini, and others. Also of Notes 
by General H. Dufour on the Cam- 
paign of the Valtelline in 1635. With 
Appendix, Maps, and Introductory 
Remarks. Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 16s. 


SHAKSPEARE (Charles). 


Saint Paul at Athens: 
Spiritual Christianity in Relation to 
some Aspects of Modern Thought. 
Nine Sermons preached at St. Ste- 
hen’s Church, Westbourne Park, 
With Preface by the Rev. Canon 
Farrar. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


SHAW (Major Wilkinson). 
The Elements of Modern 
Tactics. Practically applied to 
English Formations. With Twenty- 
five Plates and Maps. Second and 
cheaper Edition. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price gs. 

* .* The Second Volume of ‘‘ Mili- 
tary Handbooks for Officers and 
Non-commissioned Officers.” Edited 
by Lieut.-Col. C. B. Brackenbury, 
R.A., A.A.G. 

SHAW (Flora L.). 

Castle Blair: a Story of 
Youthful Lives. 2 vols. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, gilt tops, price 12s. Also, an 
dition in one vol. Crown 8vo. 6s. 

SHELLEY (Lady). - 

Shelley Memorials from 
Authentic Sources. With (now 
first printed) an Essay on Christian- 
ity by Percy Bysshe Shelley. With 
Portrait. Third Edition. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


SHERMAN (Gen. W. T.). 
Memoirs of General W. 
T. Sherman, Commander of the 
Federal Forces in the American Civil 
War. By Himself. 2 vols. With 
Map. Demy 8vo Cloth, price 24s. 
Copyright English Edition. 

SHILLITO (Rev. Joseph). 
Womanhood: its Duties, 
Temptations, and Privileges. A Book 
for Young Women. Second Edition. 
Crown 8vo. Price 3s. 6d. 5 


SHIPLEY (Rev. Orby), M.A. 
Principles of the Faith in 
Relation to Sin. Topics for 
Thought in Times of Retreat. 
Eleven Addresses. With an Intro- 
duction on the neglect of Dogmatic 
Theology in the Church of England, 
and a Postscript on his leaving the 
Church of England. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price ras. : 
Church Tracts, or Studies 
in Modern Problems. By various 
Writers. 2vols. Crown8vo. Cloth, 
price 5s. each. 


Sister Augustine, Superior 
of the Sisters of Charity at the St. 
Johannis Hospital at Bonn. Autho- 
rized Translation by Hans Tharau 
from the German Memorials of Ama- 
lie von Lasaulx. Second edition. 
Large crown 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 
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Six Ballads about King 
Arthur. Crown 8vo. Cloth extra, 
gilt edges, price 3s. 6d. 


SKINNER (James). 


Ccelestia: the Manual of St. 
Augustine. The Latin Text side by 
side with an English Interpretation, 
in 36 Odes, with Notes, azd a plea 
Jor the Study of Mystic Theology. 
Large crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


SMITH (Edward), M.D., LL.B., 
F.R.S. 


Health and Disease, as In- 
fluenced by the Daily, Seasonal, and 
other Cyclical Changes in the Human 
System. A New Edition. Post 8vo. 
Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


Practical Dietary for 
Families, Schools, and the La- 
bouring Classes. A New Edition. 
Post 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


Tubercular Consumption 
in its Early and Remediable 
Stages. Second Edition. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


Songs of Two Worlds. By 
the Author of ‘‘ The Epic of Hades.” 
Sixth Edition. Complete in one 
Volume, with Portrait. Fcap. 8vo. 
Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 


Songs for Music. 


By Four Friends. Square crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 

Containing songs by Reginald A. 
Gatty, Stephen H. Gatty, Greville 
J. Chester, and Juliana Ewing. 


SPEDDING (James). 
Evenings with a Reviewer; 
or, Bacon and Macaulay. With 
a Prefatory Notice by G. S. VEn- 
ABLES, Q.C. 3 vols, Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 18s. 


Reviews and Discussions, 
Literary, Political, and His- 
torical, not relating to Bacon. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price res. 6d. 


STAPFER (Paul). . 
Shakspeare and Classical 
Antiquity : Greek and Latin Anti- 


STAPFER (Paul)—continued. 
quity as presented in Shakspeare’s 
Plays. Translated by Emily J. Carey. 
Large post 8vo. Cloth, price 12s. 


St. Bernard on the Love 
of God. Translated by Marianne 
Caroline and Coventry Patmore. 
Cloth extra, gilt top, price 4s. 6d. 


STEDMAN (Edmund Clarence). 
Lyrics and Idylls. With 


other Poems. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 7s. 6d. 


STEPHENS (Archibald John), 
LL.D. 


The Folkestone’ Ritual 
Case. The Substance of the Argu- 
ment delivered before the Judicial 
Committee ofthe Privy Council. On 
behalf of the Respondents. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


STEVENSON (Robert Louis). 
Virginibus, Puerisque, and 
other Papers. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. . 


STEVENSON (Rev. W. F.). 
Hymns for the Church and 
Home. Selected and Edited by the 
Rev. W. Fleming Stevenson. 

The most complete Hymn Book 
published. 

The Hymn Book consists of Three 

Parts :—I. For Public Worship.— 
II. For.Family and Private Worship. 
—III. For Children. 
*,* Published in various forms and 
prices, the latter ranging from 8d. 
to 6s. Lists and full particulars 
will be furnished on application to 
the Publishers. 


STOCKTON (Frank R.). 
A Jolly Fellowship. With 


20 Illustrations. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 5s. 


STORR (Francis), and TURNER 
Hawes). 


Canterbury Chimes; or, 
Chaucer Tales retold to Children. 
With Illustrations from the Elles- 
mere MS. Extra Fcap. 8vo. Cloth, 
price 35. 6d. 


C. Kegan Paul & Co.’s Publications. 29 


Strecker-Wishcenus’s Orga- 
nic Chemistry. ‘Translated and 
edited with extensive additions by 
W. R. Hopexinson, Ph. D., and 
A. J. GREENWAY, F.1I.C. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 21s. 


STRETTON (Hesba). 
David Lloyd’s Last Will. 


With Four Illustrations. Royal 
16mo., price 2s. 6d. 

The Wonderful Life. 
Thirteenth Thousand. Fcap. 8vo. 


Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


Through a Needle’s Eye: 


aStory. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
6s. 


STUBBS (Lieut.-Colonel F. W.) 
The Regiment of Bengal 
Artillery. The History of its 
Organization, Equipment, and War 
Services. Compiled from Published 
Works, Official Records, and various 
Private Sources. With numerous 
Maps and Illustrations. 2 vols. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 32s. 


STUMM (Lieut. Hugo), German 
Military Attaché to the Khivan Ex- 
pedition. 


Russia’s advance East- 
ward. Based on the Official Reports 
of. Translated by Capt. C. E. H. 
VINCENT. With Map. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 


SULLY (James), M.A. 
Sensation and Intuition. 


Demy 8vo. Second Edition. Cloth, 
price ros. 6d. 


Pessimism: a History and 
a Criticism. Demy 8vo. Price ras. 


Sunnyland Stories. 
By the Author of ‘Aunt Mary’s Bran 
Pie.” Illustrated. Small 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6@ 


Sweet Silvery Sayings of 
Shakespeare. Crown 8vo. Cloth 
gilt, price 7s. 6d. 

SYME (David). : 
Outlines of an Industrial 


Science. Second Edition, Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


SYME (David)—continued. 


Representative Govern- 
mentin England. Its Faults and 
Failures. Large crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


Tales from Ariosto. Retold for 


Children, by a Lady. With three 
illustrations. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 4s. 6d. 


TAYLOR (Algernon). 


Guienne. Notes ofan Autumn 
Tour. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 4s. 6d. 


TAYLOR (Sir H.). 
Works Complete. Author’s 


Edition, in 5 vols. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. each. 

Vols. I. to III. containing the 
Poetical Works, Vols. IV. and V. 
the Prose Works. 


TAYLOR (Col. Meadows), C.S.I., 
M.R.ILA. 
A Noble Queen : a Romance 
of Indian History. New Edition. 
With Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth. Price 6s. 
Seeta. New Edition with 
frontispiece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 
Tippoo Sultaun: a Tale of 
the Mysore War. New Edition with 
Frontispiece. Crown 8yvo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 
Ralph Darnell. New Edi- 
tion. With Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 
The Confessions ofa Thug. 
New Edition. With Frontispiece. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. — 
Tara: a Mahratta Tale. 
New Edition. With Frontispiece. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 


TENNYSON (Alfred). 
The Imperial Library Edi- 


tion. Complete in 7 vols. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price £3 13s. 6@.3; in Rox- 
burgh binding, £4 7s. 6d. 

Author’s Edition. Complete 
in 7 Volumes. With Frontispieces. 


Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 43s. 6d.; 
Roxburgh half morocco, price 54s. 
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TENNYSON (Alfred)—continued. 


Cabinet Edition, in 13 vols, 
with Frontispieces. Fecap. 8vo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 6d. each, or com- 
plete in cloth box, price 35s. 


*.* Each volume in the above edi- 
tions may be had separately. 

The Royal Edition. With 
26 Illustrations and Portrait. Cloth 
extra, bevelled boards, gilt leaves. 
Price 21s. 

The Guinea Edition. In 
14 vols., neatly bound and enclosed 
in box. Cloth, price 21s. French 
morocco or parchment, price 31s. 6d. 
The Shilling Edition of the 
Poetical and Dramatic Works, in 12 
vols., pocket size. Price 1s. each. 
The Crown Edition [the 
118th thousand], strongly bound in 
cloth, price 6s. Cloth, extra gilt 
leaves, price 7s. 6d. Roxburgh, 
half morocco, price 8s. 6d. 


*,* Can also be had in a variety 
of other bindings. 


Original Editions: 
Ballads and other Poems. 


Feap. 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


The Lover’s Tale. (Now 
for the first time published.) Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, 3s. 6d. 


Poems. Small 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


Maud, and other Poems, 
Small 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 


The Princess. Small 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

Idylls of the King. Small 
8vo. Cloth, price ss. 

Idylis of the King. Com- 
plete. Small 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 
The Holy Grail, and other 
Poems. Small 8vo. Cloth, price 
4s. 6d. 

Gareth and Lynette. Small 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 

Enoch Arden, &c. Small 
8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
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TENNYSON (Alfred)—continued. 


In Memoriam, Small 8vo. 
Cloth, price 4s. 


Queen Mary. A Drama, 
New Edition. Crown 8vo, Cloth, 
price 6s. 

Harold. A Drama, Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 
Selections from Tenny- 
son’s Works. Super royal 16mo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. Cloth gilt extra, 
price 4s. 

Songs from Tennyson’s 
Works. Super royal 16mo. Cloth 
extra, price 3s. 6d. 

Also a cheap edition. x6mo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 

Idylls of the King, and 


other Poems. Illustrated by Julia 
Margaret Cameron. 2 vols. Folio. 
Half-bound morocco, cloth sides, 
price £6 6s. each. 


Tennyson for the Young and 


for Recitation. Specially airenged 
Fcap. 8vo. Price 1s. 6d. 


Tennyson Birthday Book. 


Edited by Emily Shakespear. 32mo. 
Cloth limp, 2s.; cloth extra, 3s. 


*,* A superior edition, printed in 

red and black, on antique paper, 
specially prepared, Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth extra, gilt leaves, price 55. ; 
and in various calf and morocco 
bindings. 
Songs Set to Music, by 
various Composers. Edited by W. 
G. Cusins. Dedicated by express 
permission to Her Majesty the 
Queen. Royal 4to. Cloth extra, 
gilt leaves, price 21s., or in half- 
morocco, price 255. 


An Index to “‘In Memo- 
riam."’ Price 2s. 


THOMAS (Moy). 


A Fight for Life. With 


Frontispiece. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


THOMPSON (Alice C.). 


Preludes. A Volume of 
Poems. Illustrated by Elizabeth 
Thompson (Painter of “‘'The Roll 
Call”). 8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 
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THOMSON (J. Turnbull). 
Social Problems; or, an In- 
ae into the Law of Influences. 

ith Diagrams. Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price ros. 6d. 

THRING (Rev. Godfrey), B.A. 
Hymns and Sacred Lyrics. 
Feap. 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

TODHUNTER (Dr. J.) 

Forest Songs. Small crown 
8vo. Cloth, 35. 6d. 


The True Tragedy of 
Rienzi. A Drama. 
A Study of Shelley. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 
Alcestis : A Dramatic Poem. 
Extra fcap. 8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 
Laurella; and other Poems. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 6d. 
Translations from Dante, 
Petrarch, Michael Angelo, and 
Vittoria Colonna, [Fcap. 8vo. 
Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 
TURNER (Rev. C. Tennyson). 
Sonnets, Lyrics, and Trans- 
lations. Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 


4s. 6d. 
Collected Sonnets, Old and 
New. WithPrefatory Poem byAlfred 
Tennyson ; also some Marginal Notes 
by S. T. Coleridge, and a Critical 
Essay by James Spedding. Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, price 7s. 6d. 

TWINING (Louisa). 
Recollections of Work- 
house Visiting and Manage- 
ment during twenty-five years. 
Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d, 

UPTON (Major R. D.). 
Gleanings from the Desert 

- of Arabia. Large post 8vo. Cloth, 
price ros. 6¢. 

VAUGHAN (H. Halford). 
New Readings and Ren- 
derings of Shakespeare’s Tra- 
gedies. 2 vols. Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price 25s. 

VIATOR (Vacuus). 
Flying South. Recollections 
of France and its Littoral. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

ViLLARI (Prof.). : 
Niccolo Machiavelli and 
His Times. Translated by Linda 
Villari. 2 vols. Large post 8vo, 
Cloth, price 245. 


VINCENT (Capt. C. E. H.). 
Elementary Military 
Geography, Reconnoitring, and 
Sketching. Square crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


VYNER (Lady Mary). 
Every day a Portion. 
Adapted from the Bible and the 


Prayer Book. Square crown 8vo. 
Cloth extra, price 5s. 


WALDSTEIN (Charles), Ph. D. 
The Balance of Emotion 
and Intellect: An Essay Intro- 
ductory to the Study of Philosophy. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 6s. 

WALLER (Rev. C. B.) 

The Apocalypse, Reviewed 
under the Light of the Doctrine of 
the Unfolding Ages and the Resti- 
tution of all Things. Demy 8vo. 
Cloth, price 12s. 

WALSHE (Walter Hayle), M.D. 
Dramatic Singing Physio- 
logically Estimated. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

WALTERS (Sophia Lydia). 

The Brook: A Poem. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
A Dreamer’s Sketch Book. 
With Twenty-one Illustrations. 
Feap. 4to. Cloth, price 12s. 6d. 

WATERFIELD, W. 

Hymns for Holy Days and 


Seasons. 32mo. Cloth, price 1s. 62, 
MS ct (Sir Thomas), Bart., 


The Abolition of Zymotic 
Diseases, and of other similar ene- 
mies of Mankind. Small crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
WAY (A.), M.A. 
The Odes of Horace Lite- 
rally Translatedin Metre, Fcap. 
8vo. Cloth, price 2s. : 
WEBSTER (Augusta). 
Disguises. A Drama. Small 
crown 8vo. Cloth, price ss. 


WEDMORE (Frederick), 
The Masters of Genre 
Painting. With sixteen illustrations. 
Large crown 8vo. Cloth, price 
7s. 6d. 
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WHEWELL (William), D.D. 
His Life and Selections 
from his Correspondence. By 
Mrs. Stair Douglas. With Portrait. 
Demy 8vo. Cloth, price 21s. 


WHITAKER (Florence), 
Christy’s Inheritance. A 
London Story. Illustrated. Royal 
x6mo. Cloth, price 1s. 6d. 


WHITE (A. D.), LL.D. 
Warfare of Science. With 
Prefatory Note by Professor Tyndall. 
Second Edition. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 3s. 6d. 


WHITNEY (Prof. W. D.) 
Essentials of English 
Grammar for the Use of Schools, 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

WICKSTEED (P. H.). 

Dante: Six Sermons. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price 5s. 


WILKINS (William). 
Songs of Study. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 6s. 


WILLIAMS (Rowland), D.D. 
Stray Thoughts from his 
Note-Books. Edited by his Widow. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 
Psalms, Litanies, Coun- 
sels and Collects for Devout 
Persons. Edited by his Widow. 
Crown 8vo. Cloth, price 3s. 6d. 

WILLIS (R.), M.D. 

Servetus and Calvin: a 


Study of an Important Epoch in the 
Early History of the Reformation. 
8vo. Cloth, price 16s. 


William Harvey. A History 


of the Discovery of the Circula- 
tion of the Blood. Witha Portrait 
of Harvey, after Faithorne. Demy 
8vo. Cloth, price 14s. 

WILSON (Sir Erasmus). 
Egypt of the Past. With 
Illustrations in the Text. Crown 
8vo. Cloth, price ras. 

WILSON (H. Schiitz). 

The Tower and Scaffold. 


Large fcap. 8vo. Price ts. 


Within Sound of the Sea. 
By the Author of ‘‘ Bite Roses,” 
“Vera,” &c. Fourth Edition in one 
vol. with frontispiece. Price 6s. 


WOLLSTONECRAFT (Mary). 
Letters to Imlay. With a 


Preparatory Memoir by. C. Kegan 
Paul, and two Portraits in eau forte 


- by Anna Lea Merritt. Crown 8vo. . 


Cloth, price 6s. 


WOLTMANN (Dr. Alfred), and 
WOERMANN (Dr. Karl). 
History of Painting in An-= 
tiquity and the Middle Ages, 
Edited by Sidney Colvin. With nu- 
merous illustrations. Medium 8vo. 
Cloth, price 28s.; cloth, bevelled 
boards, gilt leaves, price 30s. 


balsas (Major-General J. Creigh- 
ton). 
Doubling the Consonant. 
Small crown 8vo. Cloth, price 1s. 6d. 


Word was made Flesh. 
Short Family Readings on the 
Epistles for each Suuday of the 
Christian Year. Demy 8vo. Cloth, 
price ros. 6a. 


Wren (Sir Christopher); his 
Family and his Times. With 
Original Letters, and a Discourse 
on Architecture hitherto unpub- 
lished. By Lucy PuILLimore. Demy 
8vo. With Portrait, price 14s. 


WRIGHT (Rev. David), M.A. 
Waiting for the Light, and 
other Sermons. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 
price 6s. 


YOUMANS (Eliza A.). 
An Essay on the Culture 
of the Observing Powers of 
Sse aa Crown 8vo. Cloth, i 
2S. 


First Book of Botany. 


With 300 Engravings. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 2s. 6d. 


YOU MANS (Edward L.), M.D. 
A Class Bookof Chemistry. 


With 200 Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 
Cloth, price 5s. 


Lonpon:—C. KEGAN PAUL & Co., I, PATERNOSTER SQUARE, 
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